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CHAPTER ONE 
INTRODUCTION 
Historically, attitudes toward sex offenders have radically fluctuated (Jenkins 1998; 
Palermo and Farkas 2001). Until the late 1930s, sex offenders in the United States were 
perceived as moral agents capable of distinguishing between right and wrong. Thus, sex 
offenders during this time were held accountable for their actions (Palermo and Farkas 2001). 
As time progressed, images of the sex offender drastically changed. The idea that sex 
offenders suffered from a medical condition that predisposed them to commit such crimes 
became a common belief among the general public (Jenkins 1998; Palermo and Farkas 
2001). Sex offenders were no longer convicted and punished because of this change in 
conception. Rather, a rehabilitative and therapeutic approach was used to manage those who 
committed sex crimes (Palermo and Farkas 2001). In the past few decades, public concern 
over sex crimes has intensified primarily because of highly publicized cases of sexual 
assaults against children. The public began to perceive sex offenders as being highly 
dangerous and more likely to reoffend than other criminal groups. As a result policymakers 
sought to draft legislation that would satisfy public concern over sex offenders. However, 
Edwards and Hensley (2001) point out that: 
Unlike legislative issues such as insurance regulation or seat-belt laws, the phenomenon of sexual 
abuse is intertwined with a strong emotionalism that exacts an almost visceral response in nearly 
everyone, and this emotionalism has confounded our lawmakers' collective abilities to separate 
legislative proposals that are functionally efficacious from those that are certainly well-intentioned but 
are nonetheless unsuccessful. (P. 84) 
The emotionally laden responses of the public compelled legislators to hurriedly enact 
exceptional policy measures that increased specialized control over sex off enders. The 
reactionary legislation of sex offender laws has increasingly been subjected to scrutiny 
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because of unintended adverse consequences. Still, policymakers have been able to justify 
sex offender laws with opinion polls that demonstrated a hardening of attitudes toward 
criminals (McCorkle 1993). Throughout American history opinion polls have played a 
fundamental role in policy debates (Durham 1993; Glynn, Herbst, O'Keefe, and Shapiro 
1999). As a result, policymakers have changed sex offender laws according to the popular 
sentiments of the public as evidenced in opinion polls. 
However, policymakers tend to overlook the complexity of public opinion. 
Legislators frequently use surveys that are traditionally broad in nature to confirm public 
support for the implementation of a policy. Such opinion polls fail to capture the complexity 
with which members of the public perceive criminal justice issues. As stated by Durham 
(1993), "In view of the regular and energetic use of information about public desires, it is 
important to take all possible precautions to assure that what is being represented as public 
sentiment is the genuine article" (p. 2). Surveys that are comprised of simplistic, generic, or 
global questions can potentially distort or misrepresent opinions. Furthermore, traditional 
opinion polls only offer a superficial understanding of attitudes. In order to truly understand 
public sentiment, it is necessary to expose the underlying rationales and attitudinal 
orientations of respondents. 
The dangers of solely relying on opinion polls that use simplistic measures are far 
reaching. Therefore, it is critical for researchers to generate data that accurately reflect 
public sentiment. Valid public opinion data can be used to ensure that public policy 
decisions are in fact guided by the will of the people. 
A sound understanding of attitudes toward sex offenders is far from complete. Yet, 
public policies have been established that subject sex offenders to differential treatment by 
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the legal and mental health systems. Hence, the purpose of this study is to further explore 
sentiments concerning sex offenders by going beyond survey results in an attempt to 
determine if the fears of the public are based upon a realistic understanding of sex offenders. 
Specifically, the study focuses on the complexities and underlying logic of punitive and 
rehabilitative attitudes toward sex offenders. 
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CHAPTER TWO 
LITERATURE REVIEW 
In the following, numerous studies are systematically organized in a manner that 
provides an informative and well-structured review. First, recidivism rates of child 
molesters, rapists, incest offenders, and juvenile sex offenders are examined to determine if 
the prevailing conception of sex offenders as being highly likely to reoffend is warranted. 
Second, accuracy in predicting future offending based on static and dynamic factors are 
assessed. Third, treatment efficacy in reducing recidivism among sex offenders is looked at, 
in addition to the shortcomings of sex offender recidivism research. Fourth, a discussion on 
the universal condemnation of sex offenders, and how public outrage in response to highly 
publicized cases of sexual assaults against children lead to the enactment of exceptional sex 
offender policy measures. Fifth, the accuracy of opinion polls that were used to provide 
support for sex offender laws is addressed. Sixth, a review of the few extant studies that 
primarily focus on attitudes toward the punishment of sex offenders is presented. Finally, a 
summarization of the literature that was examined in this study is also provided. 
Recidivism Rates 
Child Molesters 
In a study conducted by Prentky and his colleagues (1997a), the recidivism rates of 
115 child molesters were examined over a 25-year period. Three criteria were used to 
measure recidivism (charges, convictions, or imprisonment). Slightly more than half (52%) 
of the offenders received new sex offense charges, of which 41 % had been convicted, and 
eventually 37% were imprisoned. The failure rate of child molesters steadily increased over 
the course of the 25-year follow-up period. At year two, the failure rate was approximately 
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12% for new sex offense charges, and by the end of the study 52%. In short, the study 
demonstrated that sex offenders worsen over time and increase their criminal behavior. 
Barbaree and Marshall (1988) gathered the official criminal records of 35 child 
molesters, and supplemented the data by contacting Child Protective Agencies and police 
located in the communities of where the offenders lived for any other possible information on 
their criminal status. The sexual recidivism rates of the child molesters progressively 
increased over time. Within two years 12.5% had recidivated, and by the end of the average 
four-year follow-up more than half (64.3%) had recidivated. Child molesters that had high 
sexual deviance scores, combined with a low IQ and SES were more likely to reoffend. The 
recidivism rates in this particular study should be considered fairly accurate because more 
than one source of recidivism data was used (Furby, Weinrott, and Blackshaw 1989; Prentky, 
Knight, and Lee 1997b). 
Research on recidivism rates of child molesters has also shown that the type of 
relationship offenders have with their victims can be used to predict the likelihood of future 
offending (Tracy, Donnelly, Morgenbesser, and Macdonald 1983; Grtinfeld and Noreik 
1986; Quinsey 1998; Greenberg, Bradford, Firestone, and Curry 2000). For example, 
Greenberg and his colleagues (2000) examined the recidivism rates of 400 child molesters 
and the type of relationship the perpetrators had with their victims. Recidivism was based on 
two measures, any new charge or conviction after their index offense. Nearly one-half 
( 46.6%) of the child molesters received a new charge or conviction for committing a sexual 
offense. Moreover, child molesters that offended against their biological children or 
stepchildren sexually recidivated at lower rates than those who were extended family 
members, acquaintances, or complete strangers to their victims. Findings of this study 
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suggest that, recidivism risk increases when the relational proximity between a child molester 
and their victim is distant. 
A number of studies have exclusively examined the recidivism rates of extra-familial 
child molesters (Prentky et al. 1997b; Firestone, Bradford, McCoy, Greenberg, Curry, and 
Larose 2000) in which the perpetrator may be known or unknown to the child, such as a 
neighbor, teacher, or babysitter (Wallace 2002). In one study, 111 extra-familial child 
molesters that had been released from the Massachusetts Treatment Center were followed 
over a 25-year time span. The criminal and prison records of the subjects were obtained in 
order to analyze the predictive accuracy of the following ten variables that are often 
associated with reoffense risk: 1) amount of contact with children 2) degree of sexual 
preoccupation with children 3) impulsivity 4) juvenile antisocial behavior 5) adult antisocial 
behavior 6) number of prior sexual offenses 7) paraphilias 8) alcohol use history 9) social 
competence 10) victim sex. 
The recidivism rates of the child molesters were based on "any new charge." Forty of 
the 111 extra-familial child molesters committed one or more new sex offenses. Those who 
had a subsequent sex offense differed from those who did not by their number of prior sexual 
offenses, paraphilias, and sexual preoccupation with children. Nineteen of the extra-familial 
child molesters received new charges for nonsexual victim involved offenses. Offenders that 
committed new nonsexual victim involved crimes were more likely than those who did not to 
exhibit anti-social behavioral characteristics as a juvenile and also as an adult. The two 
groups were also differentiated by paraphilias, an inclination toward impulsivity, and higher 
levels of exposure to children. Seventeen of the extra-familial child molesters committed a 
new "very violent" offense. A three-point scale (0,1,2) was used to determine whether or not 
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an offense qualified as being "very violent." If the offense reached a two on the three-point 
scale it was considered "very violent." Those who committed new "very violent" offenses 
were found to possess the same differentiating characteristics as those who committed new 
nonsexual offenses. Roughly, three-fourths of the offenders were correctly classified using 
the ten reoffense risk variables. Therefore, the predictive accuracy of the variables used in 
this study was found to be fairly reliable (Prentky et al. 1997b). 
Rapists 
In comparison to child molesters, rapists tend to sexually recidivate at higher rates 
(Groth, Longo, and McFadin 1982; Gri.infeld and Noreik 1986; Proulx, Pellerin, Paradis, 
McK.ibben, Aubut, and Ouimet 1997; Quinsey 1998; Hanson and Bussiere 1998; Serin, 
Mailloux, and Malcolm 2001). In fact, research has shown that rapists sexually recidivate at 
nearly twice the rate of child molesters (Gri.infeld and Noreik 1986; Serin et al. 2001). In the 
Norwegian study of Gri.infeld and Noreik (1986), the sexual recidivism rate of 83 rapists was 
22% and only 10% for 279 child molesters over a nine to 14-year time span. Predictably, 
rapists were found to have the highest tendency to commit another rape at 9.6%. Based on 
these findings alone it appears that rapists are much more persistent and specialized in their 
offending than child molesters. 
However, it is important to acknowledge that the prevalence rate of rape is relatively 
low in comparison to other serious crimes (DeLisi 2001; Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003; 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 2003). For example, law enforcement officials arrested an 
estimated 620,510 individuals for violent crimes in 2002, of which, only 4.6% were charged 
with rape (Federal Bureau of Investigation 2003). Therefore, if a rapist sexually recidivates 
it truly is an exceptionally rare phenomenon. Targeting persistent rapists that are responsible 
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for a disproportionate number of rapes is the most logical intervention strategy for 
policymakers and law enforcement officials. Still, it is difficult to determine at an early 
stage, which rapists will continue to rape because of their versatility in offending. 
Recidivism studies that include nonsexual recidivism rates indicate that individuals 
classified as rapists are in actuality generalists that commit a wide-range of crimes. As stated 
by Lieb, Quinsey, and Berliner (1998), "Some offenders, most notably rapists, are at 
substantial risk to commit both sexual crimes and nonsexual violent crimes" (p. 100). 
Rapists are simply more versatile or opportunistic in their criminal offending than child 
molesters (Quinsey, Harris, Rice, and Cormier 1998; Gudjonsson and Sigurdsson 2000; 
Simon 2000; Polaschek 2003; Smallbone, Wheaton, and Hourigan 2003), and as a result they 
typically have higher general and sexual recidivism rates. Scully and Marolla (1995) 
describe rape as an "added bonus" for many offenders. Offenders that are in the process of 
committing a burglary or robbery will commonly seize the opportunity to rape a woman if it 
is possible (Gottfredson and Hirschi 1995; Scully and Marolla 1995). The decision to rape is 
typically an afterthought, and not the original criminal intention of the offender (Scully and 
Marona 1995). 
Researchers frequently mask the criminal versatility of sex offenders by only 
focusing on sexual recidivism and failing to mention nonsexual reoffense rates. As stated by 
Simon (2002), "Versatility in sexual offending prevails even in situations where researchers 
claim they find specialization. The claim for specialization in the face of evidence to the 
contrary plagues the literature on sex offenders" (p. 283). Studies that only report sexual 
recidivism rates reinforce the perception that sex offenders are highly likely to commit 
another sex crime (Simon 2002). Research that portrays sex offenders as a distinct or 
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homogeneous group of offenders not only poses theoretical dangers, but also can negatively 
impact the development of effective policies in reducing crime (Gottfredson and Hirschi 
1995; Soothill, Francis, Sanderson, and Ackerley 2000; Simon 2002). Thus, it is imperative 
for researchers to report sexual and nonsexual recidivism rates of sex offenders in order to 
avoid distorting the facts. 
The following studies were exceptions, in that sexual and nonsexual rates of 
recidivism were documented among rapists. In the subsequent research, findings clearly 
indicate that rapists are at risk to commit a variety of crimes. For instance, Soothill, Jack, 
and Gibbens (1976) conducted a 22-year follow-up study on 86 rapists and found that, 15% 
of the rapists were reconvicted for committing a sexual offense, of which 5.8% had been 
reconvicted for committing rape. An additional 16% were subsequently convicted for 
committing a violent offense. The majority of reoffenses consisted of property crimes, such 
as theft, burglary, or robbery. 
In an Australian study, 284 rapists were followed after their release from prison for 
12 years. Recidivism was based on the restrictive criterion of reincarceration. Throughout 
the follow-up period, nearly 4% of the rapists committed rape again, in addition to another 
estimated 4% that had committed sexual offenses other than rape. Moreover, roughly one-
forth (26%) of the rapists were subsequently incarcerated for either committing a sexually 
violent crime or nonsexual violent crime (Broadhurst and Maller 1992). Despite the 
restrictive criterion that was utilized in this study to measure recidivism, a relatively 
substantial proportion of rapists eventually reoffended. 
DeLisi (2001) conducted a retrospective study on the criminal careers of 500 habitual 
offenders using official criminal records. Among the habitual offenders, 42 had been 
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convicted of at least one murder, 80 had been convicted of at least one rape, and 38 had been 
convicted of at least one kidnapping. Murderers, rapists, and kidnappers had comparable 
violent arrest histories, ranging from 6.18 to 6.63. In contrast, habitual offenders that had not 
committed a murder, rape, or kidnapping averaged significantly lower arrests for violent 
crimes (2.61). As for property offenses, murderers (14.43), rapists (13.11), kidnappers 
(12.39) and other habitual offenders (13.15) averaged relatively similar arrest rates for 
property crimes. Findings from this study illustrate that predatory offenders are considerably 
more dangerous than other habitual criminals because of their violent arrest patterns. 
Incest Offenders 
Incest offenders usually have lower recidivism rates than other types of sex offenders, 
typically ranging from 4 to 10% (Marshall and Barbaree 1990; Quinsey 1998; Doren 1998; 
Center for Sex Offender Management 2001; Hanson 2002). For example, Hanson (2002) 
examined the relationship of age and recidivism among a sample of 4,673 adult male sex 
offenders. Recidivism was measured in the following three ways: admission to a secure 
institution, arrest, or conviction. Incest offenders recidivated less often (8.4%) than rapists 
(17 .1 % ), and extra-familial child molesters (19.5% ). The recidivism rate of rapists declined 
with age, whereas the recidivism rates of extra-familial child molesters and incest offenders 
only began to slowly decline after the age of 50. 
Pierce and Pierce (1990) conducted a study on 37 male adolescent incest offenders 
that had been reported to the Illinois Department of Child and Family Services in 1986. 
After one year, a follow-up study was initiated to examine the status of the offenders. Eight 
out of the 37 juveniles had sexually reoffended. Of those who recidivated, the type of 
offenses ranged from exposing themselves to attempted rape. A longer-term study conducted 
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by Gibbens, Soothill, and Way (1978) assessed the recidivism rates of 114 father-daughter 
and 41 brother-sister cases of incest. The offenders were followed for 13 years. During that 
time, approximately 4% of the fathers and 7 .3% of the incestuous siblings were convicted of 
committing a new sex offense. 
In a much more recent study, recidivism rates of 251 male incest offenders were also 
found to be relatively low. Only 6.4% of the offenders were either charged or convicted for a 
new sexual offense over the course of 12 years. In an attempt to identify recidivism risk 
factors, various psychological and sexual deviance assessments were administered to the 
sample. The results of the Michigan Alcoholism Screening Test (MAST), Psychopathy 
Check List-Revised (PCL-R), and the Buss-Durkee Hostility Inventory (BDHI) 
differentiated recidivists from non-recidivists. Furthermore, although the deviant sexual 
arousal levels of the participants were found to be "disturbingly high," the results of the 
assessments were not found to be indicative of future offending (Firestone, Bradford, 
McCoy, Greenberg, Larose, and Curry 1999). 
Juvenile Sex Offenders 
It would be logical to presume that those who commit sex crimes as juveniles are 
highly likely to sexually reoffend as adults. However, current research has shown that only a 
fraction of juvenile sex offenders continue to commit sex crimes as adults (Chaffin, Bonner, 
and Pierce 2003; Jones 2003). In fact, juvenile sex offenders are far more likely to commit a 
future nonsexual crime than a sexual offense (Rasmussen 1999; Center for Sex Offender 
Management 2001; Chaffin et al. 2003; Jones 2003). The heterogeneity of juvenile sex 
offenders presents a challenging obstacle for researchers in determining which offenders are 
the most likely to sexually recidivate. 
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A number of studies have focused on distinguishing juveniles that persist in their 
sexual offending from those that desist by identifying characteristics or factors that increase 
the likelihood of sexual recidivism, such as multiple victims, prior offenses, poor social 
skills, or an antisocial personality (Rasmussen 1999; Langstrom and Grann 2000; Hagan, 
Gust-Brey, Cho, and Dow 2001; Worling 2001). For instance, the recidivism rates of 46 
young sex offenders were examined retrospectively over a five-year period. The average 
offender age was approximately 18 years old. Historical, clinical, and crime characteristics 
of the young sex offenders were acquired from forensic psychiatric evaluation (FPE) reports. 
One-fifth of the subjects had been convicted of a sex offense by the end of the five-year 
follow-up period. Analysis of the FPE reports showed that subjects with prior sex offenses, 
poor social skills, any male victim, or more than one victim for their index offense were 3.5 
times more likely to commit a new sexual crime than those without such characteristics 
(Langstrom and Grann 2000). 
Rasmussen (1999) conducted a similar study on 170 first-time juvenile sex offenders 
to also identify characteristics associated with recidivism. Juvenile court records were used 
to acquire information about the characteristics of the subjects and recidivism was based on 
any new conviction. Recidivism data showed that over the five-year follow-up period more 
than half (58.8%) of the juvenile sex offenders were convicted for any offense, and 14.1 % 
were convicted for a sexual offense. Multivariate analyses showed that juveniles with prior 
nonsexual offenses that had failed to complete treatment were more likely to commit future 
nonsexual offenses. Since only 13 of the offenders sexually recidivated, results were 
relatively inconclusive as to the characteristics of those who committed a new sexual offense. 
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However, sexual recidivism was found to be significantly associated with those who had 
multiple female victims. 
Hagan and his colleagues (2001) compared the recidivism rates of nonsexual 
offending delinquents to the rates of sexual assault among juvenile sex offenders. At the end 
of the eight-year follow-up, 36% of the juvenile sex offenders had sexually recidivated and 
only 10% of those in the control group had committed a sex crime. These findings suggest 
that juveniles with prior sex offenses are more likely to commit a future sex crime than 
delinquents with previous nonsexual offenses. 
Worling (2001) explored the relationship between personality types and recidivism 
rates among 112 juvenile sex offenders. Using the California Psychological Inventory (CPI) 
scores of the subjects, cluster analysis differentiated four personality-based subgroups within 
the sample: antisocial/impulsive, unusual/isolated, overcontrolled/reserved, and 
confident/aggressive. Recidivism data on the offenders was gathered over a period of time 
ranging from two to ten years in order to compare the reoffense rates among the different 
personality-based subgroups. Those within the antisocial/impulsive or unusual/isolated 
subgroups were the most likely to commit a new violent (sexual or nonsexual) offense over 
the six-year follow-up period. For example, 40% of the juveniles that were considered 
antisocial/impulsive or unusual/isolated committed a new violent (sexual or nonsexual) 
offense, whereas only 15% of those described as overcontrolled/reserved or 
confident/aggressive committed additional violent offenses. As evidenced by the findings in 
this study, personality traits are valuable indicators that can be used to assist in estimating 
reoffense risk among juvenile sex offenders. 
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Predictors Based on Static and Dynamic Factors 
Static or historical variables (i.e., offense history, age, number of victims, etc.) are 
frequently used to predict whether or not a sex offender is likely to recidivate. "Because 
these items typically cannot be altered, they are often referred to as static factors" (Center for 
Sex Offender Management 2001:5). Dynamic factors are also frequently used to determine 
recidivism risk, sometimes in conjunction with static factors. Examples of dynamic factors 
include deviant sexual arousal, poor attitude, and alcohol or drug abuse (Center for Sex 
Offender Management 2001). In the subsequent studies, various static and dynamic factors 
were assessed to test their predictive accuracy. 
Romero and Williams (1985) conducted a ten-year follow-up study on 231 adult male 
sex offenders that had been placed on probation between 1966 and 1969. Subjects were 
assigned to one of the following three subgroups based on their instant offense: exhibitionist, 
pedophile, or sexual assaulter. Recidivism rates of the subjects were obtained from their 
criminal history files and were based on rearrests. More than half of the subjects (57%) had 
been rearrested for committing any criminal offense. Exhibitionists had the highest sexual 
recidivism rate (20.5% ), followed by sexual assaulters (10.4% ), and pedophiles sexually 
recidivated at an even lower rate (6.2% ). Sexual assaulters were found to be more likely to 
commit a new nonsexual violent offense than a sexual offense. 
The criminal history data of the subjects was also used to formulate predictors of 
recidivism based on offender characteristics. When comparing offender characteristics and 
general recidivism rates, analysis showed that age, income, and the number of prior arrests 
were significant predictors of future offenses. As for sexual recidivism, static factors such as 
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prior sexual arrests and a self-reported history of indecent exposure were found to be 
associated with sexual reoffending. 
In another study, static and psychometric factors were utilized together to predict the 
sexual recidivism rates of 140 child molesters over a six-year follow-up period (Beech, 
Friendship, Erikson, and Hanson 2002). The recidivism risk of the subjects was measured 
using the Static-99, which is an instrument that was specifically designed to estimate the 
likelihood of sexual or violent recidivism among convicted male sex offenders. The scale 
gauges sexual deviancy, age at the time of the offense, victim preference, prior offenses, and 
anti-sociality (Phenix, Hanson, and Thornton 2000; Beech et al. 2002). Psychometric testing 
was also conducted to evaluate deviancy levels among the subjects. 
Throughout the six-year period, 15% of the child molesters were convicted for a 
sexual offense. Subjects that were categorized as being highly deviant based on their Static-
99 scores and psychometric evaluations were more likely to reoffend than those who were 
classified as having relatively low deviance levels. The results of the study suggest that 
when dynamic risk factors are combined with historical variables, predictive accuracy can be 
improved (Beech et al. 2002). 
Proulx and colleagues (1997) compared the recidivism rates along with the static and 
dynamic characteristics of 113 rapists and 269 child molesters. Recidivism was defined as 
any reconviction and the average follow-up period was more than five years. Rapists were 
found to sexually recidivate at a higher rate (21.2%) than child molesters (13% ). 
Phallometric tests of recidivist and non-recidivist rapists did not reveal a significant 
difference in sexual deviance between the two groups. As for the child molesters, 
phallometric testing was able to discriminate recidivists from non-recidivists. Psychometric 
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testing did not show a significant difference between recidivists and non-recidivists or rapists 
and child molesters. Also, no significant differences were found in static factors among 
rapists that recidivated and those that did not. However, child molesters that sexually 
reoffended had more previous convictions, were typically younger, and more likely to live 
alone than non-recidivists. Once again, static and dynamic factors proved to be relatively 
useful in predicting sex offender recidivism. 
Efficacy of Treatment 
A number of studies have shown that treatment programs are effective in reducing 
recidivism rates of sex offenders (England-Aytes, Olsen, Zakrajsek, Murray, and Ireson 
2001; Cullen 2002; Maletzky and Steinhauser 2002; McGrath, Cumming, Livingston, and 
Hoke 2003). For instance, Maletzky and Steinhauser (2002) examined the effectiveness of a 
community based cognitive behavioral treatment program for 7,275 sex offenders. The 
sample consisted of five cohorts from 1973-1997. The subjects were categorized according 
to their primary mode of offending. The following six categories were used to designate 
offenders: child molesters with female victims, child molesters with male victims, 
heterosexual pedophiles, homosexual pedophiles, exhibitionists, and rapists. Interviewers 
contacted subjects via telephone one month after the termination of their treatment and also 
throughout the duration of the study to assess their current status. During the telephone 
interviews, subjects were asked to report any instance of covert or overt deviant sexual 
behavior. If a subject self-reported any instance of covert or overt deviant sexual behavior he 
was considered a treatment failure. Another measure that was used to determine treatment 
failure was if a subject experienced deviant sexual arousal greater than 20% when given a 
plethysmographic test. Also, if a participant displayed deceit on any sexually related 
17 
question on a polygraph exam he was regarded as a treatment failure. Lastly, if a subject was 
charged with committing a sexual offense at any time throughout the study he was also 
considered a treatment failure. 
Throughout the 25-year follow-up period, failure rates were 6.3% for child molesters 
with female victims, 16.3% for homosexual pedophiles, 13.5% for exhibitionists, and 21.2% 
for rapists. Failure rates for child molesters with male victims and heterosexual pedophiles 
were roughly the same at 9.4% and 9.7%, respectively. "A lapse," or covert behavior was 
the primary reason for the majority of treatment failures. Homosexual pedophiles (75%) and 
rapists (84%) were responsible for committing a disproportionate number of sexual offenses. 
Also, rapists were found to be particularly resilient to treatment; nearly one-fourth had 
committed another rape after receiving therapeutic intervention. The results of the 
plethysmographs and polygraphs could not be used as representative data because of the 
small number of participants. In general, failure rates of the subjects tended to gradually 
increase over time across categories and those who dropped out of the program were more 
likely to be charged with a new sexual offense than those who continued to receive treatment. 
In a recent study, McGrath and colleagues (2003) assessed the efficacy of a cognitive 
behavioral treatment and relapse prevention prison program for 195 adult male sex offenders 
with a community aftercare component. Specifically, the recidivism rates of those who 
completed treatment were compared to those who refused treatment or dropped out. On 
average, most of the participants were at risk to reoffend in the community for six years. 
Ninety of the subjects refused treatment, 49 completed the program, and 56 were either 
terminated from the program or dropped out. Nearly one-fourth (23.1 % ) of the participants 
received a new charge for committing a sexual offense. Only 5.4% of those who completed 
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treatment committed a new sexual offense. Roughly, 18% of the participants that had 
completed treatment committed a new sexual violent offense or nonsexual violent offense. 
Of those that refused treatment, almost one-half (47.8%) went on to commit a new sexual 
violent offense or nonsexual violent offense, whereas those who received some treatment had 
committed fewer new sexual violent offenses and nonsexual violent offenses (38.8% ). 
By way of comparison, research has also shown that treatment programs for sex 
offenders can also be counterproductive or increase recidivism (Furby et al. 1989; Seto and 
Barbaree 1999; Hildebrand, de Ruiter, and de Vogel 2004). For example, Seto and Barbaree 
(1999) evaluated the behaviors of sex offenders in prison during treatment sessions to 
determine if their response to the program could be used as an indicator of recidivism. The 
treatment program focused on relapse prevention and reducing deviant sexual arousal 
through behavioral conditioning. The psychopathy levels of the subjects were also examined 
using the PCL-R to see how treatment behavior and psychopathy interact. Recidivism was 
used to measure the predictive strength of treatment behavior and PCL-R scores. 
For sex offenders (n=159) that were paroled, failure to comply was based on any 
warnings the offender may have received while on conditional release, in addition to any 
suspensions or revocations. For those who were released from prison without supervision 
(n= 65) recidivism was based on any new offense. The average time at risk to reoffend for 
those on parole was 16 months, and during that time frame, slightly more than one-fourth 
(27. 7%) violated a condition of their release. The average time at risk to reoffend for those 
who were released from prison without supervision was approximately 32 months. Nearly 
15% of those who were released from prison without supervision committed any new 
offense, and 7 .6% had committed a new sexual violent or nonsexual violent offense. 
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The analysis of the treatment behaviors of the sex offenders and their PCL-R scores 
indicated that those who displayed good behavior during treatment and possessed relatively 
high PCL-R scores were the most likely to recidivate. As a plausible explanation for this 
unexpected finding, Seto and Barbaree (1999) propose that treatment programs for sex 
offenders can potentially sharpen the manipulative abilities of sex offenders. Overall, results 
of this study surprisingly suggest that good behavior in treatment cannot always be used as 
an indicator of success. 
Limitations of Sex Offender Recidivism Studies 
It is important keep in mind the caveats of sex offender recidivism research in order 
to make critical and accurate assessments. Overall, methodological differences in existing 
studies on sex offenders have made it difficult to ascertain an accurate recidivism rate (Furby 
et al. 1989; National Institute of Justice 1997; Prentky et al. 1997a; McGrath, Hoke, and 
Vojtisek 1998; Rabinowitz-Greenberg, Firestone, Bradford, and Greenberg 2002). Various 
definitions of sex offenders in recidivism studies are problematic for researchers who want to 
compare similar sex offender populations (Marques, Day, Nelson, and West 1994; 
Nicholaichuk, Gordon, Gu, and Wong 2000; Center for Sex Offender Management 2001). In 
addition, multiple indexes for recidivism rates across studies make it particularly challenging 
to infer a true prevalence rate for sex offenders (Romero and Williams 1985; Berlin, Hunt, 
Malin, Dyer, Lehne, and Dean 1991; Marques et al. 1994; National Institute of Justice 1997; 
Prentky et al. 1997a; Firestone et al. 2000; Center for Sex Offender Management 2001; 
Hildebrand et al. 2004). Arrest, conviction, and incarceration are frequently used to measure 
sex offender recidivism rates (Prentky et al. 1997a; Center for Sex Offender Management 
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2001). Even though all three are valid measures for recidivism, they predictably generate 
varied results (Center for Sex Offender Management 2001). 
There has been an extensive amount of debate as to which measure for recidivism is 
the most accurate. An arrest index typically produces high recidivism rates because many 
individuals that are arrested will not necessarily be convicted (Hanson 2000; Center for Sex 
Offender Management 2001; Maletzky and Steinhauser 2002; Sample and Bray 2003). 
Although arrest data tends to overestimate recidivism rates, and most likely contains a 
number of false positives, it is not influenced by plea bargains that potentially distort the 
gravity of a crime (Romero and Williams 1985; Hanson, Scott, and Steffy 1995; Firestone et 
al. 2000; Sample and Bray 2003). "Generally, more confidence is placed in reconviction, 
since this involves a process through which the individual has been found guilty" (Center for 
Sex Offender Management 2001:2). Conversely, a number of researchers argue that 
reconviction rates significantly underestimate the true prevalence rate of recidivism because 
only a small proportion of sexual offenses are officially reported, and even fewer ultimately 
result in conviction (Romero and Williams 1985; Hanson et al. 1995; Prentky et al. 1997a; 
Doren 1998; Hanson and Bussiere 1998; Firestone et al. 2000; Center for Sex Offender 
Management 2001). Subsequent incarceration is a particularly restrictive criterion for 
recidivism because the offender must be found guilty and sentenced to prison (Center for Sex 
Offender Management 2001). Nonetheless, incarceration data enables researchers to 
determine if sex offenders are being sentenced to prison for a parole violation or a new 
offense. 
The nature of the crime is a crucial factor that must also be taken into consideration 
when examining sex offender recidivism rates. Some studies only consider subsequent sex 
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offenses as criterions for recidivism, whereas other studies also take into account nonsexual 
crimes. Additionally, the severity of the offense influences recidivism studies. It is 
important for researchers to determine if misdemeanors and felonies are being included in the 
study (Center for Sex Offender Management 2001). 
Finally, inconsistent follow-up periods also make it difficult to compare findings 
across studies (National Institute of Justice 1997; Prentky et al. 1997a; Doren 1998; Firestone 
et al. 2000; Center for Sex Offender Management 2001; Kenny, Keogh, and Seidler 2001; 
Hildebrand et al. 2004). Moreover, a considerable amount of recent literature on sex 
offender recidivism rates is based on the effectiveness of various treatment strategies. As a 
result, there is an insufficient amount of research on sex offender recidivism rates devoid of 
treatment evaluation (National Institute of Justice 1997; Firestone et al. 2000). 
Attitudes Toward Sex Offenders 
Collective Detestation 
Even though the recidivism rates of sex offenders are comparable to other criminal 
groups (Palermo and Farkas 2001; Sample and Bray 2003), it is the fear of sexual predators 
and the morally repugnant nature of their crimes that evoke public outrage. Sexual offenses 
such as rape and child molestation are universally condemned (Sagarin 1974; Pratt 2000; 
DeLisi 2001). A number of studies on public preferences for sentencing sex offenders have 
further validated the collective detestation of such offenses (McCorkle 1993; Skibinski and 
Esser-Stuart 1993; Alabama Poll 1994; Valliant, Furac, and Antonowicz 1994). For 
example, in a 1994 Alabama poll more than half of the respondents favored capital 
punishment or life without parole for first-time child molesters (Alabama Poll 1994). 
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Exceptional policy measures against sex offenders also reflect the profound concern people 
have for such offenses. 
Since the early 1990s, public outrage in response to highly publicized cases of sexual 
assaults against children has intensified and brought the issue of increasing specialized 
control over sex offenders to the forefront of legislative attention (Bureau of Justice Statistics 
1998; Jenkins 1998; Petrunik 2002; Farkas and Stitchman 2002). One such case, involved 
the abduction of an 11-year-old boy named Jacob Wetterling, which eventually lead to the 
enactment of the Jacob Wetterling Crimes Against Children and Sexually Violent Offender 
Registration Act in 1994 (Bureau of Justice Statistics 1998; Jenkins 1998; Sample & Bray 
2003). The Wetterling Act required the establishment of a registry for sex offenders in all 
states (Bureau of Justice Statistics 1998; Palermo and Farkas 2001). Under the Wetterling 
Act, states were allowed to release sex offender registration information to the public if they 
deemed it was necessary (Bureau of Justice Statistics1998). 
In 1996, Megan's Law amended the Wetterling Act and required that all states release 
sex offender registration information to the public (Jenkins 1998; Bureau of Justice Statistics 
1998; Center for Sex Offender Management 2000; Palermo and Farkas 2001; Sample & Bray 
2003; Terry 2003). Also in 1996, legislation enacted the Pam Lychner Sexual Offender 
Tracking and Identification Act. The Pam Lychner Act mandated the establishment of a 
national sex offender registry, and required the FBI to manage sex offender registration 
programs that were considered "minimally sufficient" (Bureau of Justice Statistics1998; 
Palermo and Farkas 2001). Furthermore, the Pam Lychner Act modified the Wetterling Act 
by increasing sex offender registration requirements. For example, under the Pam Lyncher 
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Act certain sex off enders will now remain on the registry for life rather than ten years 
(Bureau of Justice Statistics 1998). 
A revival of sex offender commitment laws has also occurred within the past 15 years 
(Kansas v. Hendricks 1997; Jenkins 1998; Palermo and Farkas 2001; Farkas and Stitchman 
2002). The underlying premise of current sex offender commitment laws is to selectively 
incapacitate violent sex offenders that are considered exceptionally "dangerous" (Petrunik 
2002; Sample and Bray 2003). Generally, a sex offender must meet the following three 
criterions in order to be civilly committed for an indeterminate amount of time: 1) history of 
violent sexual offenses 2) about to be released from prison 3) and suffer from a mental 
abnormality or personality disorder that increases their likelihood of committing future sex 
offenses (Janus 2000; Palermo and Farkas 2001). The small proportion of sex offenders that 
have been civilly committed are rarely discharged. "For example, in the two states with the 
longest contemporary commitment programs (both operating since about 1990), Minnesota 
and Washington, no individuals have been discharged from commitment, and only a handful 
are in transitional placements" (Janus 2000: 10). In a recent study, 89 released sex offenders 
that were recommended for civil commitment, but petitions were never filed, were followed 
for six years. During that time, more than half of the offenders (57%) were convicted of a 
new felony, and roughly one-third (29%) committed a new felony sex offense (Milloy 2003). 
Findings from this study provide justification for reluctance in releasing civilly committed 
sex offenders that are obviously at a high risk to reoffend. 
In 1995, Louisiana passed a state law that exemplified public intolerance of sex 
offenders, in which those who rape a child under the age of 12 can be punished by death 
(Fleming 1999; Roberts, Stalans, Indermaur, and Hough 2003). It was the aggravated rape of 
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a five-year-old girl committed by Anthony Wilson that prompted the new law. Even though 
the Supreme Court ruled in 1977 that the imposition of the death penalty is a disproportionate 
form of punishment for the rape of an adult woman (Coker v. Georgia 1977), the Louisiana 
court has argued that those who commit child rape are worthy of the ultimate sanction 
because their victims will suffer an immeasurable amount of emotional and physical pain that 
could potentially impact future generations (Fleming 1999). 
Opinion Polls and False Depictions 
Current sex offender policies have been fueled by public outcry, in addition to 
opinion polls that display a hardening of attitudes toward criminals among the American 
public. However, limitations of opinion polls call into question how accurately the views of 
the public are being reflected. For instance, most opinion polls use generic questions that are 
not capable of assessing the complex nature of public punitiveness (Stinchcombe, Adams, 
Heimer, Scheppele, Smith, and Taylor 1980; Sprott 1999; St. Amand and Zamble 2001). To 
illustrate this point, a survey comprised of general and case-specific questions was used to 
measure the concept of punitiveness among a sample of 1,006 individuals throughout 
Ontario, Canada. In response to general statements regarding sentence severity, more 
women (80.8%) than men (70.9%) believed that sentences were not severe enough. 
However, when participants were asked to choose between intermediate sanctions versus 
imprisonment for specific cases women were more likely than men to prefer community 
service orders or fines for younger offenders (Sprott 1999). Indeed, findings in this current 
study suggest that public punitiveness is more than just a one-dimensional concept. 
The use of generic questions that primarily focus on one aspect of a topic inherently 
produces misleading results in opinion polls (Mackey and Courtright 2000). Turner and his 
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colleagues (1997) contend that, "Surveys that ask only about public support for punishment 
are incapable of measuring the extent to which citizens also favor efforts at rehabilitating 
offenders" (p. 7). Research has shown that when respondents are asked about their views on 
alternative sanctions to prison, they are usually open to accepting other forms of punishment 
for criminals, such as intermediate sanctions (Roberts and Stalans 1997). 
Standard opinion polls imply that the public has reached a level of consensus on 
punitive attitudes toward crime. This portrayal of consensus among the public is hardly 
substantive because traditional surveys do not distinguish the underlying reasoning behind 
their opinions. For instance, past research on punitive attitudes toward criminals has 
generally shown that blacks and whites share similar sentencing preferences for criminals 
(Thomas, Cage, and Foster 1976; Cohn, Barkan, Halteman 1991). However, when the 
underlying reasoning as to why blacks and whites have reached consensus on punitiveness 
toward criminals is further explored, different motives emerge between the two racial groups. 
Cohn and his colleagues (1991) demonstrated in their research that the punitive attitudes of 
blacks are primarily driven by fear of crime, whereas prejudice generally influences the 
punitive attitudes of whites. As evidenced by the results of this study, it appears that blacks 
and whites share similar attitudes toward crime, but for very different reasons. 
Public misperceptions about criminal justice issues also undermine the value of 
opinion polls. For example, in a Vermont study the majority of the respondents (87%) either 
believed that crime was increasing or thought it was the same rate as five years ago, even 
though the crime rate in Vermont had actually been declining for several years. Nearly one-
third (31 % ) of the respondents also thought that "there was no more than a 50/50 chance" 
that a convicted rapist would be incarcerated, despite the fact, that such an offender would 
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most likely be sentenced to prison (Center for Sex Offender Management 2000). Clearly, a 
large proportion of the public has beliefs about criminal justice issues that have been shaped 
by misperceptions or lack of knowledge. Unfortunately, public dissatisfaction with the 
criminal justice system stems from misperceptions, such as the belief that the system is 
overly lenient (St. Amand and Zamble 2001). 
Sex Offenders Should Be Punished and Rehabilitated 
Although an extensive amount of research has been conducted on attitudes toward the 
punishment of criminals, very few studies have specifically focused on sex offenders (Brown 
1999; Fuselier, Durham, and Wurtele 2002). The small number of extant studies suggests 
that people usually have conflicting views on punishing sex offenders. For instance, 
Skibinski and Esser-Stuart (1993) used a questionnaire designed to assess the punitive and 
treatment philosophies of subjects toward child sexual abusers. The majority (82%) of the 
participants believed that child sexual abusers should be given longer sentences, while three-
fourths of the subjects also expressed that treatment should be a priority for sex offenders. 
Brown (1999) investigated attitudes toward sex offender treatment programs being 
located in communities and found that slightly more than one-half (51 %) of the respondents 
thought that treatment was a "good" idea, however, only a few favored the implementation of 
sex offender treatment programs in communities. In fact, 45% of those who responded 
positively towards the idea of treatment felt that it should only occur in prison, and only 4% 
of those who favored treatment thought it would be an effective approach in rehabilitating 
sex offenders. Apparently the public is most likely to endorse the idea of treatment for sex 
offenders in a custodial setting. Similar findings were reported in another study where 87% 
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of the respondents believed that people who sexually abuse children should receive treatment 
in prison (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention 1997). 
Mccorkle (1993) assessed the punitive and rehabilitative attitudes of 400 citizens in 
the Las Vegas area using crime scenarios and evaluative statements. Analyses of the 
evaluative statements that pertained to rapists revealed that 85 .1 % of the respondents felt that 
rapists should be punished severely, and 71.7% believed that the only way to prevent rapists 
from committing future crimes is to keep them locked up. Nearly three-fourths (73.7%) of. 
the participants felt that rapists would benefit from psychological counseling in prison. 
Conversely, a sizeable proportion (35.3%) of the respondents believed that rehabilitative 
efforts for rapists would be a waste of time. 
Valliant and colleagues (1994) experimental work with 73 female undergraduate 
students demonstrated that the level of knowledge about human behavior does not 
necessarily influence attitudes toward sex offenders. The personality differences and 
opinions toward the punishment of sex off enders were assessed among 30 first year 
introductory psychology students, in addition to 43 third year psychopathology students. 
First year students possessed significantly different personality traits than third year students. 
Yet, first year and third year students had relatively similar attitudes toward the punishment 
of sex offenders. Both of the groups believed that sex offenders should be incarcerated for 
more than two years. When subjects were asked to comment on eligibility for parole, third 
year students (50%) were unexpectedly more reluctant than first year (60%) students to 
support releasing sex off enders prior to the end of their sentence. All of the students agreed 
that sex offenders should receive treatment. More specifically, approximately two-thirds 
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(66.7%) of first year students and 62.8% of third year students agreed that sexual offenders 
should receive treatment for an indefinite amount of time. 
Summarization of Literature Review 
Long-term studies have demonstrated that the sexual recidivism rates of child 
molesters escalate over time. Sexual recidivism risk increases for child molesters that 
possess certain characteristics, such as low IQ or SES. Child molesters that score highly on 
sexual deviance instruments are also more likely to sexually reoffend. As for extra-familial 
child molesters, those who commit sexual offenses against children that they may or may not 
know, are more likely to sexually recidivate if they have prior sexual offenses, paraphilias, 
and sexual preoccupation with children. The characteristics of extra-familial child molesters 
that commit new nonsexual crimes have been found to be the same as those who commit new 
violent crimes (sexual or nonsexual). These types of reoffenders typically have paraphilias, 
an impulsive or antisocial personality, and an increased level of exposure to children. 
Research has also shown that child molesters who are closely related to their victims are less 
likely to sexually recidivate than extra-familial child molesters. 
In general, the sexual recidivism rates of rapists tend to be higher than child 
molesters. Despite the fact that researchers continue to label rapists as specialists, studies 
have shown that rapists are extremely opportunistic and versatile in their offending. 
Researchers that claim rapists are specialized offenders based only on sexual recidivism rates 
are in effect withholding the truth. In actuality, offenders labeled as rapists do pose a 
substantial risk to society because of their tendency to commit sexual offenses and also 
nonsexual violent crimes. In short, many researchers have incorrectly labeled rapists as 
specialists. This not only poses theoretical dangers, but also hinders the development of 
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effective policies and law enforcement efforts to reduce crime. For instance, it would be a 
grave oversight for law enforcement officials conducting rape investigations to exclude 
criminals that did not have prior arrests for sexual offenses based on the assumption that 
rapists specialize in their offending. Thus, it is imperative for law enforcement officials to be 
aware of the fact that rapists are at risk to commit a variety of crimes, especially violent 
offenses. 
Research has consistently shown that incest offenders have lower recidivism rates 
than other types of sex offenders. However, recidivism rates of incest offenders are similar 
to those of child molesters in that they generally do not begin to decline until the age of 50, 
whereas rapists desist from offending at a significantly earlier point in time. Incest offenders 
that have psychopathic or hostile characteristics and problems with alcohol are more likely to 
sexually recidivate than those who do not. Finally, research has also revealed that, not only 
do incest offenders exploit relatives, but typically commit an array of sex crimes, ranging 
from indecent exposure to much more serious offenses. 
As for juvenile sex offenders, a relatively small proportion continues to commit 
sexual offenses as adults. In general, juvenile sex offenders are more likely to commit a 
future nonsexual crime than a sexual offense. Therefore, a large amount of research has been 
devoted to determining which juvenile offenders are most likely to persist in their sexual 
offending. A number of studies have shown that, certain characteristics or factors, such as, 
prior offenses, multiple victims, poor social skills, or an antisocial personality increases the 
likelihood of sexual recidivism among juvenile sex offenders. 
A considerable amount of research has been dedicated to assessing the predictive 
accuracy of various static and dynamic factors that have been used to determine the 
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recidivism risk of juvenile and adult sex offenders. Several static factors or historical 
variables have been found to be relatively useful in predicting recidivism risk among sex 
offenders. However, research has also shown that dynamic factors can be used in 
conjunction with static variables to increase the predictive accuracy of recidivism risk among 
sex offenders. 
The majority of studies on the efficacy of treatment programs for sex offenders have 
demonstrated that treatment programs for sex offenders are effective in reducing recidivism 
rates of sex offenders. Specifically, cognitive behavioral treatment programs appear to be 
particularly successful. Sex offenders that receive cognitive behavioral treatment are less 
likely to commit future sexual offenses or violent crimes (sexual or nonsexual) than those 
who drop out of such programs. On the other hand, research has also shown that sex 
offenders who display good behavior or appear to be benefiting from treatment are the most 
likely to sexually recidivate. It is possible that sex offenders use treatment programs as an 
opportunity to sharpen their manipulative skills. 
Research on recidivism rates of sex offenders is for the most part inconclusive 
because of methodological differences. For instance, varying definitions of sex offenders 
and the use of multiple indexes for recidivism, and inconsistent follow-up periods make it 
particularly challenging to compare findings across studies. Furthermore, few studies 
include both sexual and nonsexual recidivism rates. Also, a number of studies do not specify 
the severity of the offenses that are being used to determine recidivism rates. 
In regards to attitudes toward sex offenders, the public collectively detests sex 
offenders because their behaviors exceed societal toleration. Those who commit rape or 
child molestation are universally condemned because their behaviors are considered morally 
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repugnant. In the early 1990s, public outrage peaked in response to highly publicized cases 
of sexual assaults against children. At the same time, opinion polls indicated that the public 
wanted harsher punishments for criminals. Opinion polls that displayed an increasingly 
punitive public were used to further substantiate the demand for developing laws that 
increased specialized control over sex offenders. As a result, exceptional policy measures 
against sex offenders were enacted in order to appease the public. 
Policymakers frequently use opinion polls to validate the desires of the public, yet 
such polls are questionable as to how accurately the views of the public are portrayed. The 
majority of opinion polls use broad questions to assess views on complex issues. Generic 
questions often imply that the public has reached a level of consensus, when in reality people 
can possess the same beliefs, but for very different reasons. Furthermore, public 
misperceptions about the criminal justice system also undermine the value of opinion polls. 
Often the public lacks factual information about the criminal justice system, which leads to 
misperceptions. Therefore, in a sense, the results of most opinion polls are essentially 
meaningless. 
Previous research on attitudes toward the punishment of sex offenders has clearly 
shown that, a large proportion of people believe that sex offenders should be punished 
severely, but also receive treatment. Does the public believe that the combination of 
punishment and treatment is necessary in order to successfully rehabilitate sex offenders? 
Are people confused as to whether or not sex offenders suffer from a mental disorder or are 
malevolent actors of free will? Prior studies do not provide a clear explanation as to why or 
how the public thinks sex offenders should be punished or rehabilitated. Roberts and Stalans 
(1997) write that: 
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In order to understand public views of crime and criminal justice we need to explore more than just the 
results of surveys. We need to know about the ways in which people process information, and how our 
views relate to previously-existing beliefs and attitudes. (P. 7) 
The study represents an effort to go beyond the results of a survey because the underlying 
logic of punitive and rehabilitative attitudes toward sex offenders has yet to be explored. 
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CHAPTER THREE 
METHODS AND DATA 
In this study, quantitative and qualitative research methods were utilized to extract 
general and detailed information about perceptions of sex offenders and attitudes toward 
punishing and rehabilitating them. Quantitative data for this research project was obtained 
using the Criminal Justice Values Survey, which was administered to a sample of 250 
undergraduates enrolled in introductory criminal justice and juvenile delinquency courses at 
a large Midwestern university in the United States. Students were assured confidentiality and 
that the results of the surveys would be solely used for educational purposes. The sample for 
this study was purposely constructed out of convenience, and therefore should not be 
considered representative. Two hundred eighteen students completed the survey, yielding a 
response rate of 87%. 
Profile of Survey Respondents 
The majority of the sample was female (64%) and the average age was 20 years with 
a range of 18 to 35 years. In terms of race, 87% of the students were White, 8% were Black, 
2% were Hispanic, 1 % was Asian or Pacific Islander, and 3% were Multi-racial. Slightly 
more than half (52%) of the students described their political views as being moderate, 
whereas roughly one-fourth (27%) regarded their political views as being conservative, and 
only 21 % of the students considered their political views to be liberal. A large proportion of 
the students had been victims of property crimes (81 % ), approximately 16% had been 
victims of assault, and another 18% claimed to have been victims of stalking. Many of the 
students reported that they had been victims of harassment (60% ), and 11 % stated that they 
had been subjected to racial profiling by police. No more than 8% of the students reported 
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being victims of forgery or fraud. Finally, almost 8% of the students had been arrested once, 
and only 4% had been arrested more than once. 
Measures 
The Criminal Justice Values Survey consists of various statements that were designed 
to measure an array of opinions on criminal justice issues.1 Thirteen items specifically 
pertain to sex offenders and are the current focus of this study. The survey also includes a 
series of demographic questions. Responses were measured using an additive scale, 
specifically a five-point Likert scale ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree 
(strongly disagree=l, disagree=2, neutral=3, agree=4, and strongly agree=5). 
Statements that assessed punitiveness toward sex offenders were "People who 
commit rape deserve to be executed", "People who attempt to commit rape deserve to be 
executed," "People who commit child molestation deserve to be executed," "People who 
attempt to commit child molestation deserve to be executed," "People who commit incest 
deserve to be executed," "People who are convicted of forcible rape, should as part of their 
punishment, be forcibly raped in return," "If someone were to rape your mother, then you 
would be morally justified in killing the perpetrator," "The civil commitment of sex 
offenders is justified," "Sex offenders should be castrated" and "Sex offenders pose 
substantial risks to society." These ten items appear to be reliable measures of punitiveness 
toward sex offenders (Cronbach's a=.823). Statements that tapped into perceptions of sex 
offenders and opinions toward rehabilitation were "Sex offenders are misunderstood", "Sex 
offenders can be rehabilitated" and "Sex offenders should receive extensive treatment." 
Together these three statements obviously have a multidimensional structure, thus 
1 See Appendix A for Criminal Justice Values Survey. 
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Cronbach's alpha would not be an appropriate statistical test for assessing inter-item 
reliability because these variables are not measuring the same one-dimensional latent 
construct. As further evidenced by using Cronbach's alpha, together the three items 
produced a low internal consistency at .380. Table one contains univariate statistics (mean 
and standard deviation) and categorical outcomes for the 13 questionnaire items. 
Table 1. Attitudes Toward Sex Offenders (%) 
Standard 
SD D N A SA Mean Deviation 
People who commit rape 
deserve to be executed. 9.2 39.0 22.5 21.1 8.3 2.80 1.13 
People who attempt to 
commit rape deserve 
to be executed. 19.3 43.6 23.4 11.0 2.8 2.34 1.00 
People who commit child 
molestation deserve to 
be executed 10.0 28.0 29.8 21.1 11.0 2.95 1.57 
People who attempt to 
commit child molestation 
deserve to be executed. 16.6 35.9 29.0 12.9 5.5 2.55 1.71 
People who commit incest 
deserve to be executed. 18.0 50.7 20.3 8.3 2.8 2.27 .95 
People who are convicted 
of forcible rape should be 
forcibly raped in return. 27.1 43.1 13.3 12.4 4.1 2.23 1.11 
If someone were to rape 
your mother, then you 
would be morally justified 
in killing the perpetrator. 12.2 38.0 19.2 18.8 11.7 2.80 1.22 
The civil commitment of sex 
offenders is justified. 7.7 19.7 47.1 22.1 3.4 2.94 .93 
Sex offenders pose 
substantial risks to society. .9 1.4 5.2 65.6 26.9 4.16 .66 
Sex offenders should be 
castrated. 4.2 26.9 24.5 32.5 11.8 3.21 1.10 
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Table 1. (continued) 
Standard 
SD D N A SA Mean Deviation 
Sex offenders are 
misunderstood. 28.0 46.4 19.9 5.7 0.0 2.03 .84 
Sex offenders can be 
rehabilitated. 11.2 33.5 33.5 20.9 .9 2.67 .96 
Sex offenders should 
receive extensive treatment. 2.8 11.3 11.7 55.4 18.8 3.76 .98 
As shown in Table 1, a substantial proportion of respondents favored the death 
penalty for rapists and child molesters, 29.4% and 32.1 %, respectively. Moreover, nearly 
one-fourth of the students were neutral as to whether or not rapists and child molesters 
deserve to be executed. The majority of the sample opposed capital punishment for those 
who attempt to commit rape (62.9%) or child molestation (52.5%). Still, a significant 
number of respondents favored capital punishment for those who even attempt to commit 
rape (13.8%) or child molestation (18.4%). Apparently, many respondents perceived child 
molesters as an exceptionally depraved group of offenders that is even more worthy of the 
death penalty than rapists. 
Most students disagreed (68.7%) with the statement that "People who commit incest 
deserve to be executed." Nonetheless, roughly 11 % asserted that incest offenders deserve to 
be executed. Even more students were neutral (20.3) toward the idea of executing incest 
offenders. Evidently, most students do not think that incest offenders deserve to be punished 
as severely as those who commit child molestation or rape. 
Although the majority of respondents disagreed (70.2%) with the just deserts 
philosophy of the statement "People who are convicted of forcible rape should be forcibly 
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raped in return," a considerable number of students agreed (16.5%) with the statement. 
Would those who agreed with this statement support this form of extreme punishment if it 
was actually put into practice? Are the opinions of these particular students being obscured 
by their attitudinal orientation toward a just deserts philosophy? 
Approximately one-half (50.2%) of the students disagreed with the statement "If 
someone were to rape your mother, then you would be morally justified in killing the 
perpetrator," whereas nearly one-third (30.5%) of the students agreed with the vindictive 
statement. In reality, it is doubtful that those who agreed with this statement would actually 
carry out a revenge killing. Nonetheless, it is somewhat shocking that nearly one-third of the 
students made such an assertion. 
More students responded neutrally ( 4 7 .1 % ) to the statement, "The civil commitment 
of sex offenders is justified" than disagreed (27.4%) or agreed (25.5% ). Why were so many 
students impartial toward the civil commitment of sex offenders? It is possible that those 
who are uninformed about the civil commitment of sex offenders simply chose the neutral 
response category rather than just aligning with a particular opinion. Another plausible 
explanation as to why a considerable number of students were neutral toward the statement is 
that they had conflicting views. For example, a student might be extremely due process 
oriented, but at the same time believe that sex offenders are extremely dangerous and pose 
substantial risks to society that warrant the use of civil commitment controls. In fact, 
students overwhelmingly agreed (92.5%) with the statement that "Sex offenders pose 
substantial risks to society." Relatively few students (5.2%) were ambiguous or neutral 
toward this statement. 
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Nearly 45% of the respondents agreed with the statement "Sex offenders should be 
castrated," while 31.1 % disagreed with the statement. Furthermore, almost one-fourth of the 
students were neutral towards the idea of castrating sex offenders. For those who supported 
castrating sex offenders, did they perceive it strictly as a form of punishment or as a medical 
procedure that would reduce or inhibit the sexual drives of sex offenders? Did those who 
opposed castrating sex offenders consider it to be a form of cruel or unusual punishment or 
do they think that it would not be an effective procedure? 
The majority (74.4%) of students disagreed with the statement "Sex offenders are 
misunderstood." However, more students were neutral (19.9%) toward this statement than 
agreed (5.7%) with it. The abstract structure of this statement makes it difficult to determine 
what exactly students were thinking when they responded to this statement. Did students that 
disagreed with this statement think that sex offenders are purely sadistic individuals? Also, 
why were so many students neutral toward this statement? Was it because of the vague 
nature of the statement or for other unknown reasons? 
Although a large proportion of students disagreed (45%) with the statement "Sex 
offenders can be rehabilitated," nearly three-fourths (74%) of the students agreed with the 
statement "Sex offenders should receive extensive treatment." Why would so many students 
support rehabilitative efforts if they did not think it would be an effective strategy? In table 
two, cross-tabulation clearly displays this contradiction, in which approximately 28% of the 
respondents disagreed that sex offenders can be rehabilitated, but at the same time asserted 
that sex offenders should receive extensive treatment. Furthermore, the majority of the 
students that were neutral toward the statement "Sex offenders can be rehabilitated" also 
believed that sex offenders should receive extensive treatment. If these students were unsure 
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as to whether or not sex offenders can be rehabilitated why would they be more willing to 
agree than disagree with the statement "Sex offenders should receive treatment"? 
Table 2: Attitudes Toward Sex Offenders Cross Tabulations (Frequencies are % ) 
Sex offenders should receive extensive treatment. 
SD D N A SA Total 
Sex offenders can be SD 1.4 2.9 1.4 2.4 3.3 11.4 
rehabilitated. D 1.4 7.1 2.4 16.2 6.2 33.3 
N 0 0 6.2 22.4 5.2 33.8 
A 0 1.4 1.9 13.3 3.8 20.5 
SA 0 0 0 0 .5 1.0 
Total 2.9 11.4 11.9 54.8 19.0 100.0 
Pearson X2=45.84, p=.000; gamma=.21, ASE=.098 
In short, the findings from the Criminal Justice Values Survey seem to generate more 
questions than answers. It is somewhat shocking that at times nearly one-third of the 
students supported the death penalty for less than lethal offenses, such as rape and child 
molestation. Even more astonishing was that a significant number of students were in favor 
of the death penalty for those who attempt to commit rape or child molestation, 13.8% and 
18.4% respectively. It appears as though many students hold decidedly punitive views 
toward sex offenders. Yet, most students (74.2%) believed that sex offenders should receive 
extensive treatment. What are the underlying reasons as to why a considerable number of 
students want to punish and rehabilitate sex offenders? 
As previously stated, generic survey questions fail to capture the complexity of 
opinions towards criminals making it difficult to accurately assess the perceptions and desires 
of the public in regards to punishing and rehabilitating offenders. Therefore, the measures 
used in the Criminal Justice Values Survey cannot be considered adequate representations of 
attitudes toward sex offenders. In an attempt to improve upon this shortcoming, the Criminal 
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Justice Values Survey was also used to conduct semi-structured interviews with an additional 
20 students. 
The sample for the interviews was also constructed out of convenience, and 
essentially mirrored the demographics of the sample that had previously completed the 
Criminal Justice Values Survey. At the same Midwestern university, permission was 
obtained to request students from an introductory level criminal justice course to volunteer 
their time for a research project. Students were informed that if they chose to volunteer their 
time for the research project they would receive ten extra credit points from their instructor. 
It was also made verbally clear to all students choosing not to volunteer that it would not 
jeopardize their grade. To eliminate the potential perception of coercion, an alternative from 
of extra credit was also provided for students. Students that expressed interest in 
participating were instructed to meet the interviewer immediately after class to make 
arrangements for an appointment. Interviews were then scheduled at times and locations that 
were most convenient for potential subjects. 
Prior to initiating an interview, prospective subjects were again informed about the 
terms and purpose of the research project. Potential subjects that were still interested in 
participating after an explanation of the terms and purpose of the research project were asked 
to read and sign an informed consent document. 2 All subjects were provided with a copy of 
their signed consent form. 
One interview was conducted with each student. The Criminal Justice Values Survey 
was essentially used to conduct face-to-face surveys at the beginning of each interview, 
followed by open-ended questions that pertained to the standardized responses of the students 
2 See Appendix B for more details regarding confidentiality and anonymity of respondents. 
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regarding sex offenders. Open-ended questions were asked in order to gain a better 
understanding as to how each student arrived at their suppositions. The interviews were 
tape-recorded and approximately took one to two hours to complete. To ensure 
confidentiality, pseudonyms were created for each participant. The tape recordings of the 
interviews were then transcribed and analyzed. 
A grounded theoretical approach was used throughout the interviewing process and 
analysis. During the interviews, the researcher took notes to keep track of developing 
concepts and theories. The notes were then used to guide each subsequent interview. 
Originally the data was analyzed for key phrases to identify potential themes. The researcher 
then used a technique called "open coding" in which excerpts were taken from the transcripts 
and organized categorically, which allowed the researcher to discover important concepts. 
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CHAPTER FOUR 
ANALYSIS AND FINDINGS 
The data obtained from the interviews was organized into categorical themes or 
concepts. The key concepts were based on patterns and relationships that emerged from the 
data. The primary goal of the analysis was to provide a realistic glimpse of attitudes toward 
sex offenders, rather than simply testing a hypothesis. Analysis of the data revealed that 
attitudes toward sex offenders are indeed complex and expressed along a variety of 
dimensions. 
The Criminal Justice System is Too Lenient 
The belief that sex offenders are predatory and highly likely to sexually reoffend was 
a recurring theme that emerged from the interviews. Overwhelmingly, respondents believed 
that sex offenders pose substantial risks to society, especially toward women and children. 
Several students expressed that they did not feel as though the criminal justice system 
protects society adequately enough from sexual predators. Specifically, respondents believed 
that sex off enders were being paroled or released from prisons before serving a sufficient 
amount of time resulting in a "revolving door" situation. One respondent expressed her 
frustration with the criminal justice system: 
I don't think prison sentences are severe enough, and I know people that have had the chance to go up 
for parole and I can't believe that this person is even getting a chance at parole, especially when they 
have been sentenced to life without parole. Well then they should never have had a chance at parole, 
but then it's like you hear of people getting paroled and they are in and out! You got to be kidding me, 
that person should have been done and over with-taken care of! 
The idea that the criminal justice system is too lenient also led some students to believe that 
the only way to effectively prevent rapists or child molesters from reoffending is to punish 
them by death. As one student vehemently stated: 
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I think we are too easy on people [sex offenders] like that. We keep thinking we will just give them 
life in prison, but it's not worth keeping them around. What good are they doing us in prison? And 
you know they get them paroled too easy. 
A number of students believed that imprisoning sex offenders is too risky because of the 
possibility for parole. 
A few students did not think that sex offenders should be executed because they felt 
that punishment by death would essentially be an easy way out. One student explains why 
she prefers imprisoning sex off enders as opposed to executing them: 
I think a better punishment than executing sex offenders would be like a harsher prison system. I think 
that executing people gets them off too easy. I think they need to deal with what they've done and be 
punished for it. I see execution as being let off the hook. I mean some mental states of criminals are 
they think they can go into the prison system and have it better. Prison should be a harsh punishment. 
It is almost natural to assume that an individual would oppose the death penalty for sex 
offenders because of religious or ideological beliefs. Yet, it is clear from the excerpt above 
that the underlying reasoning as to why an individual favors or opposes the death penalty for 
sex offenders can be for a variety of reasons. For instance, another student asserted that he 
favored imprisoning sex offenders as opposed to executing them because he thinks that they 
should "get what they have coming to them" in prison. This student was referring to sex 
offenders being targeted for sexual exploitation and other forms of maltreatment by prison 
inmates. Evidently, some students oppose capital punishment for sex offenders because of 
the desire for sex offenders to experience prolonged pain and suffering. 
Several students opposed the death penalty for rapists because they did not think that 
those who commit rape for the first time should be punished by death. However, these 
particular students did think that habitual rapists should be executed. According to one 
student it depends on the circumstances of the rape, in addition to the criminal history of the 
rapist: 
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If a person is drunk and goes out after a person and rapes them that way then they weren't really in 
their right set of mind, but if you are straight out-you are stalking the person and then you go and 
rape them viciously, I believe that has different circumstances than the previous did. Like serial 
rapists, I would think they would need to be executed. 
It would be unwise to presume that an individual opposes executing all rapists based on one 
relatively abstract statement because there are simply too many variables for a respondent to 
convey their true opinion on this matter. 
Child Molestation is the Purest Form of Evil 
Students overwhelmingly perceived child molestation as being worse than rape and 
incest. Incest was consistently perceived as a consensual act that did not involve the same 
level of coercion as child molestation or rape. Even though most students think that incest is 
morally wrong, they do not believe that those who commit incest should be executed because 
it is considered a consensual act. As commented by a respondent: 
Incest in my opinion is like having sex with your sister or your brother and as sick and wrong as that 
can be you have to have two people who are consensual about it. In my opinion, you have pretty much 
a victimless crime. I mean because you have two people who agreed to have sex, even though they are 
related. The only thing that is stopping them is that they are related and there is a reason for that, but 
physically is it wrong? No. Is it just not right? Yes. So, I don't think anyone deserves to die for it. 
Altogether, most respondents perceived incest as being culturally unacceptable or socially 
taboo, but did not think that the crime warranted execution. One student stated that, 
"Compared to child molestation and rape, incest doesn't seem like that big of a deal." 
Perhaps, these findings suggest that laws prohibiting incest are somewhat outdated. 
One student was an exception, in that she believed that those who commit incest 
deserve to be executed. She explains in the following quote why she thinks execution is an 
appropriate form of punishment for incest offenders: 
It's like a family member, and if you like did it to your little brother or sister and you really hurt them. 
Like I remember reading this story, it was a long time ago, about these people who were-I don't 
know if they had some mental problems or what, but they-somebody in their family had a little girl, 
like just a baby and they raped her until she was dead and I just thought in all honesty that they deserve 
to die for that. Just for killing a baby by doing that. 
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In this particular case, she obviously based her perception of incest on one extreme incident, 
which is not uncommon for survey respondents to do when selecting a punishment 
preference. Unlike the other students, she did not think that incest was a consensual act or a 
victimless crime. In fact, she used the word "raped" to describe how the baby was 
victimized. 
Those Who Attempt to Commit Rape or Child Molestation Don't Deserve to Die 
Even students that supported the death penalty for rapists and child molesters 
typically did not think that those who attempt to commit rape or child molestation should be 
punished by death, although the intentions of the offenders are basically the same as those 
who follow through with their offenses. Respondents opposed executing those who attempt 
to commit rape or child molestation for various reasons. For example, one student did not 
think that those who attempt to commit rape or child molestation should be executed because 
she believes that they are more likely to be rehabilitated than those who were successful in 
committing their offenses. According to this student: 
People who actually committed rape or child molestation were obviously more successful, and they 
actually did the crime. I just think that because they did it, they should be executed, and those that 
didn't maybe could be, if not executed, could be treated in jail so they wouldn't have that mind to do 
that again or want to do it again. I think they have better chances of being helped than those who 
already did it. 
Another reason why respondents thought that those who attempt to commit rape or child 
molestation should not be executed is because they felt that inchoate offenses are not as 
devastating to their victims. As said by one student, "I think that if they attempt to commit 
rape or child molestation, it's not as bad as actually doing it because their victims do not 
suffer as much. They should still be punished harshly for it, but not executed." Although 
most students did not think that those who attempt to commit rape or child molestation 
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deserve to be executed, they still believed that they should be punished severely. For 
instance, several students felt that those who attempt to commit rape or child molestation 
should be punished as harshly as those who follow through with their offenses because their 
intentions are basically the same. One student explains why he believes those who attempt to 
commit rape are as malevolent as those who follow through with their offenses and why they 
deserve equivalent punishments: 
People who attempt to commit rape may as well have committed rape. In my opinion, it's not always 
the act. It's more of a thought. People who are rapists attempt to commit rape numerous times and 
never make it, but then there is the category where if you attempt to and you don't then you're not 
going to stop. I mean if you attempt to rape someone and you can't, and they don't let you, and you 
just beat the hell out of them and leave them there to die-well, you just may as well raped them. 
Overall, most students were not inclined to support capital punishment for those who attempt 
to commit rape or child molestation, but did think that they deserve to be punished severely. 
Even the Most Brutal Punishments Cannot Affect a Cold-blooded Sex Offender 
Most students disagreed with the statements "Sex offenders should be castrated" and 
"People convicted of forcible rape, should as part of their punishment, be forcibly raped in 
return." A number of students disagreed with these statements because they did not believe 
that castration or forcible rape would be effective punishments, in the sense that it would 
prevent sex offenders from recidivating. The students primarily disagreed with the 
statements for utilitarian reasons. However, many students did believe that sex offenders 
deserve to be castrated or forcibly raped, but they did not think that castration and forcible 
rape would be feasible punishment options. For instance, one student asserted that, "If you 
rape them, they won't care. You know they just don't care-you could rape them all you 
want, but they're not going to lose any self-dignity or anything over it because they have 
none to begin with." This particular student did not think that forcibly raping sex offenders 
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would affect them because of their callous nature. Another student also believed that 
forcibly raping sex offenders would be an ineffective punishment because rapists would not 
perceive being forcibly raped as a form of punishment. According to this student, "If they 
forcibly raped somebody then I don't see them being raped as something that would 
necessarily hurt them." A couple of students opposed castrating sex offenders because they 
did not think that reducing or eliminating their testosterone levels would stop their desire to 
reoffend. These students argued that sex offenders are not driven by sexual impulses, but 
rather the need to inflict emotional pain onto others. As said by one student: 
A lot of people look at sex offenses or rapes as physical acts, and for me there is nothing physical 
about it. It's a mental condition-a mental act. I mean they are not trying to rape the physical you; 
they just want to mentally destroy you because that's the whole point. 
Another student also pointed out that castration would not be an effective punishment for all 
sex offenders because some are females. For most students, their concern for utilitarianism 
ultimately surpassed their retributive desires. 
A few students disagreed with the idea of using castration or forcible rape as forms of 
punishment because they contended that it would be pushing the boundaries of constitutional 
rights. As stated by one student: 
I see that as going a little too far. It just doesn't seem right-you don't cut off a person's hands if they 
steal stuff. It would obviously work, but it's a mean thing to do to somebody. It just doesn't seem like 
the crime fits the punishment-it's too excessive. 
Evidently, these students did not perceive castration or forcible rape as proportional 
punishments for sex offenders. Another student was opposed to castrating sex offenders 
because he considered it to be a medieval practice. Moreover, he did not think that sex 
offenders had ever been subjected to castration throughout the entire history of the United 
States. According to this student's perspective: 
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There is no reason to castrate sex offenders-I mean back in medieval Europe they castrated people for 
treason as a symbolic way of saying their children won't be able to have such treacherous thoughts, but 
I mean today is a modem society, so we shouldn't mutilate anybody like that because that would be 
torture. If you are going to mutilate somebody, you should execute them right there. Make it a court 
death. We have never done it before and we shouldn't start doing it now. I mean the criminal justice 
system shouldn't use the practices of medieval Europe because we are a better society than the 
Europeans were in the Middle Ages. 
This student, in addition to a few others, were not aware of the fact that sex offenders have 
been and currently are being castrated in the United States. Even so, most students perceived 
castration as a form of punishment as opposed to treatment, indicating that the majority of 
students are not aware of chemical castrations, which entail the use of pharmacological 
treatments that lower the testosterone levels of sex offenders. 
Only a small number of students agreed with the statements "Sex offenders should be 
castrated" and "People convicted of forcible rape, should as part of their punishment, be 
forcibly raped in return." One student based her reasoning according to a just deserts 
philosophy, in which she believes that "If rapists are raped by somebody they are going to 
see how it feels, and they deserve to know how it feels." A few students argued that 
castrating sex offenders would definitely prevent them from reoffending. One student 
contended that castration would be effective because "If they don't have the testosterone that 
drives them to commit crimes then they won't do it." Another student commented that the 
fear of being castrated alone would deter sex offenders, "I bet that rapes would plummet. 
You wouldn't have to do it too many times and these people [sex offenders] would stop." In 
general, students agreed with the idea of castrating sex offenders either because of vindictive 
reasoning or for utilitarian purposes. 
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Sex Offenders Can Be Civilly Committed? 
When the Criminal Justice Values Survey was originally administered to a sample of 
250 students, of which 218 completed the questionnaire, approximately one-half (47.1 % ) of 
the students responded neutrally toward the statement "The civil commit of sex offenders is 
justified." Furthermore, nearly equivalent proportions of students either agreed or disagreed 
with the statement, 25.5% and 27.4% respectively (See Table 1). It became clear during the 
interviews as to why so many students responded neutrally toward the statement. 
Throughout the interviews, almost all of the respondents did not know that sex 
offenders could be civilly committed or what the process entailed. Many of the students took 
advantage of the opportunity to ask the interviewer to explain what the civil commitment of 
sex offenders involved. The interviewer attempted to provide a consistent description of the 
sex offender civil commitment process for each student. The interviewer typically described 
sex offender civil commitment as follows: 
When a violent sex offender nears the end of his release from prison he can be civilly committed if he 
has a mental abnormality that predisposes him to committing sexual offenses. The sex offender is 
usually placed in a secure psychiatric hospital and is given therapeutic services until he no longer poses 
a serious threat to society. The purpose of civilly committing sex offenders is not to punish, but to 
rehabilitate sex offenders. 
Once students were provided with a basic explanation as to what the process of civilly 
committing sex offenders involved, they were then again asked to formulate a response to the 
statement "The civil commitment of sex offenders is justified." Therefore, most of the 
responses of the students were based on the explanation that was provided by the interviewer. 
Only a couple of students responded neutrally toward the statement. According to one 
respondent that was neutral toward the statement, "There are too many variables for me to 
answer agree or disagree because I think that it just depends on what the offender did and 
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how many times." Another student that was neutral toward the statement expressed that she 
thinks it is justifiable to civilly commit sex offenders in theory, but had reservations about the 
motives of certain treatment providers. As stated by this student: 
With civil commitment it is basically up to the psychiatrist as to whether or not the sex offender can be 
free. I mean you could have a great psychiatrist where he or she knows exactly when a sex offender 
can get out-you can also have one that is just going into it for the money and the longer the guy is in 
the institution the more money they get. Human greed can skew the whole idea. 
In essence, the students that responded neutrally toward the statement did not necessarily 
believe that it is unjustifiable to civilly commit sex offenders. 
A few students that agreed with the statement argued that it is justifiable to civilly 
commit sex offenders because imprisoning them does not provide any reason for sex 
offenders to get rehabilitated. For instance, one student asserted: 
You can put somebody in prison for ten years and they know that they have to be there for ten years 
and that is all they are waiting for, and if you civilly commit a sex offender with a mental condition 
they know that until they can overcome this they are going to stay in a hospital. It could be longer than 
the ten years or the sentence that is normally given out to sex offenders. Since they know they're not 
getting out until they fix what is wrong, they know they are going to be sitting there the rest of their 
lives. 
Students also thought that it was justifiable to civilly commit sex offenders because only sex 
offenders that pose the greatest risks to society are committed. As commented by one 
student, "The sick ones that enjoy doing it are going to do the same thing again-over and 
over, if we let them out. So it is justifiable to commit the ones that are going to do it again." 
For the most part, students that believed civilly committing sex offenders was justifiable felt 
that, in terms of rehabilitating sex offenders and protecting society from them, civil 
commitment is a reasonable action to take. 
Several students disagreed with the statement "The civil commitment of sex offenders 
is justified" because they believe that sex offenders would use deception as a manipulative 
tool to get released, not because they think that civilly committing sex offenders is 
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unjustifiable. In the following quote a student expresses her concern about civilly 
committing sex offenders: 
I don't think that another person can really tell if sex offenders are okay, and maybe studies have 
shown that that they can be rehabilitated, and it is okay for them to be released, but I don't know if you 
can rely on studies or a person's opinion on the matter, even if they are a psychiatrist. What if they're 
bluffing? What if they're not fine at all? 
Other students disagreed with the statement because they believe that sex offenders should 
never be placed in a mental institution because they think that sex offenders should be 
punished, not given treatment. For example, one student asserted that, "The hospitals they 
commit sex offenders to seem too easy for them and I don't believe that they can be 
rehabilitated, so I think it would be a waste of time." Once more, these students also did not 
disagree with the statement because they felt civilly committing sex offenders is 
unjustifiable, rather they believe that sex offenders deserve to be punished not rehabilitated. 
Surprisingly, not one student that disagreed with the statement thought that civilly 
committing sex offenders was unjustifiable. Obviously, standardized responses to the 
statement "The civil commitment of sex offenders is justified" do not accurately reflect the 
opinions of these students. 
Cycle of Abuse 
It was not uncommon for students to believe that victims of child sexual abuse tum 
into sexual predators as adults. As one student comments, "I think that maybe some sex 
offenders they do it because they were raped as a child or they were molested and in return 
they learned this demented form of behavior and they just perpetuate the cycle." However, 
this perception of sex offenders as victims did not alter the punitive views of most students. 
One student explains why she does not believe that any past experiences or traumas should 
excuse the behaviors of sex offenders: 
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I can see how if some boy was raped by his dad throughout his whole entire life. I could see how he 
would end up raping somebody. I have a hard time showing sympathy for somebody that has done 
something like that. I mean just because I was spanked as a child, now that doesn't give me the right 
to when I have my children. 
Even though a number of students believed sex offenders were sexually abused as children, 
most students did not think that their childhood victimizations justified their criminal 
behaviors as adults. 
Sex Offenders Are Not Misunderstood 
Despite the relatively vague structure of the statement "Sex offenders are 
misunderstood," each student either agreed or disagreed with the statement. In other words, 
not one student responded neutrally toward the statement. Most of the students did not think 
that sex offenders are misunderstood. One student candidly stated, "I think that the majority 
of sex offenders don't really understand society-not that we don't understand them. They 
are kind of in their own world and normal society understands that sex off enders are not 
where we are mentally." This student thinks that it is the responsibility of sex offenders to 
learn the rules of mainstream society and that the public should not be expected to 
understand the demented behaviors of sex offenders. Another student that disagreed with the 
statement "Sex offenders are misunderstood" argued that it is basically an irrelevant issue 
because "Misunderstanding or not it is still doing something wrong and you can't be allowed 
to do that just because you don't know it is wrong-it is still wrong to do and against the 
law." In general, the majority of students did not believe that sex offenders are 
misunderstood because they think that sex offenders are capable of distinguishing between 
right and wrong. As stated by one student, "I don't think sex offenders are misunderstood 
because what they are doing is wrong and everyone knows that, and I even think they know 
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that." By and large, students that did not believe sex offenders are misunderstood tended to 
think that they simply lacked self-control. 
Primarily two reasons were cited as to why some students think sex offenders are 
misunderstood. Once again, students alluded to sex offenders being sexually abused as 
children as a reason for their sexually aggressive behaviors as adults, and asserted that 
society does not understand or recognize this as the source of the problem. According to one 
student: 
People think they are gross and perverted, but it might be that they don't understand that, this is what 
they were taught, and it's not really their fault. It stems from their childhood and I don't think that it is 
fair to ban them from society. It's not really their fault because it is just the way they were raised. So, 
I do think that they are misunderstood. 
Most of the students that believe the behaviors of sex offenders are linked to their status as 
victims of sexual abuse, still felt that it was necessary to punish them in order to stop the 
cycle. The other reason why students believe that sex offenders are misunderstood is 
because they think that sex offenders suffer from a mental condition that causes them to 
commit sexual crimes. As commented by one student: 
Sex offenders are mentally ill and they can't help it-that's just the way things are. Like they have a 
chemical imbalance or something and I think people just jump to the conclusion that they are doing it 
out of pure pleasure. I don't think they choose to be the way that they are, but it's just the way things 
work out for them. There is something wrong with their brains that make them do the things they do. 
This student does think that it is necessary to punish sex offenders that have mental 
abnormalities in order for them to understand that what they did was wrong, but also thinks 
that they should receive treatment. 
Even Though Rehabilitation is Hopeless Treatment is Necessary 
Although most students believed that sex offenders should receive extensive 
treatment, the majority of the respondents disagreed with the statement, "Sex offenders can 
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be rehabilitated." Some students did not believe sex offenders could be rehabilitated because 
they felt that there is something mentally wrong with them that cannot be treated. Not only 
did these students think that sex offenders have some type of mental defect, but also a 
malevolent will to intentionally harm others. As stated by one student: 
I don't think we can ever rehabilitate them [sex offenders]. I've seen like on the news, you see them 
picked up many times for sexual offending. I think there is something permanently wrong with them. 
I don't know ifl would call it a mental disease because that makes you think of the mentally retarded, 
and I wouldn't say it is like that, but there is something wrong with them. I wouldn't equate them with 
mentally handicapped people. They [sex offenders] think things through because they figure out how 
to find these children and how to lure them away and they go to the right places to pick up these 
women and get them away without anybody knowing anything. They obviously think about how to do 
it. There is something definitely wrong with them, but when they sit down and think how to do 
something and they go through it and plan it out, then there is the free will aspect also in there. 
These students were unsure as to what motivates sex offenders, but they were certain that sex 
offenders are not entirely insane because their crimes are often premeditated. 
One student did claim to know what it is that drives sex offenders. This student 
asserted that sex offenders, especially rapists, are driven by the need to feel powerful, and 
that once an individual commits a sex offense it is impossible to rehabilitate him because he 
has experienced a sense of control and will have an insatiable desire to attain that sensation 
again. This student further elaborates on his perspective in the following excerpt: 
In my opinion, there is something wrong with them mentally because sex for most rapists isn't about 
the sex, and it's not about the need for sex. It's about the power. It's about when you feel dominant; 
it's about wanting to pay someone back for something they did to you a long time ago. I just don't 
think that once you do that, once you go down that path-I don't ever believe that someone can 
straighten that out. 
Based on this logic, once an individual has committed a sex offense they have reached a 
point of no return. 
A number of students also stated that they disagreed with the statement "Sex 
offenders can be rehabilitated" because they did not believe habitual sex offenders could be 
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rehabilitated, but did think that it was a possibility for first time offenders. According to one 
student: 
If they [sex offenders] were going to do it just once, maybe a person just did it while they were drunk 
or under the influence of drugs, they could possibly be rehabilitated and brought back into society, but 
habitual violators, I don't think they can be rehabilitated. 
Students tended to perceive habitual sex offenders as lost causes that are incapable of being 
redeemed. For these students, executing or imprisoning habitual sex offenders for life are the 
only sensible options. 
Several students were neutral toward the statement "Sex offenders can be 
rehabilitated." When asked about their impartial view, nearly all of the students expressed 
that they believed some sex off enders act on free will and others suffer from mental 
disorders. To a certain extent, students were more likely to express sympathy for sex 
offenders that had been diagnosed as having a mental abnormality. These students believed 
that sex offenders with mental disorders are better candidates for treatment than those who 
act solely on free will. Most of the students did not think that sex offenders acting on free 
will could be rehabilitated because they must have the desire to cease from offending. One 
student stated that, "It is all up to the sex offender. We can try to rehabilitate them and if 
they can realize that what they are doing is wrong then they can lead a rehabilitated life after 
that." However, many students did not think that sex offenders acting on free will deserved 
to receive treatment, therefore it was difficult for them to envision the possibility of 
rehabilitating sex offenders. The following quote illustrates how these students dichotomized 
sex offenders into two distinct groups: 
I think some sex offenders might have a mental disorder. Like maybe they are schizophrenic so they 
wouldn't know what they were doing, and others do it out of free will and just see someone walking 
down the street and decide to rape them. 
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Dividing sex offenders into two groups influenced how students thought sex offenders should 
be punished or rehabilitated. Students expressed that sex offenders acting on free will should 
definitely be punished, but felt that those with mental disorders should be restricted from 
society, but not necessarily imprisoned, while receiving treatment. As stated by one student: 
I think that for the ones that do it out of free will they should be punished and imprisoned, but for the 
others it depends on if they were off their medication. Maybe they would just need to have someone 
watch them and make sure they were taking it, or be in jail for a while just to make sure that they are 
on medication. Not necessarily in jail, but somewhere people can watch them and make sure they are 
taking their medication. 
A few other students disagreed with the statement "Sex offenders can be rehabilitated" 
because they think that until researchers know exactly what motivates sex offenders, it is 
basically pointless to attempt rehabilitating them. As said by one student: 
I think there is just something wrong in their minds to even make them do it in the first place and no 
matter how much you treat them-when they get back out that sensation is still there. I just don't think 
it is curable. I guess if you really found out what made them do it in the first place-it would be 
possible to rehabilitate them, but I don't think anybody will ever figure out what triggers someone to 
do things like that. 
Even though this student's standardized response would indicate that she does not think sex 
offenders can be rehabilitated, further questioning about her stance revealed that she does not 
entirely reject the idea because her position on this issue is contingent upon the discovery of 
what motivates sex offenders. 
The small number of students that believed sex offenders could be rehabilitated 
typically thought that sex offenders simply needed to be educated on what types of sexual 
behaviors are acceptable. These students believed that sex offenders probably had been 
subjected to sexual abuse as children and as a result continued to replicate the behavior in 
adulthood. For instance, one student asserted that: 
They [sex offenders] probably had it [sexual abuse] done to them-to make them think that it is okay 
and maybe they just need to be put somewhere with treatment that explains to them what's going on 
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about sexual things because they like have no education on any of it, as to where they don't know what 
is right and wrong. 
Although the majority of students did not think that sex offenders could be rehabilitated, 
these few students were inclined to believe that sex offenders could be rehabilitated. 
Students that did not think sex offenders could be rehabilitated were asked why they 
favored treating sex offenders if they did not think that they could be rehabilitated. These 
students asserted that they supported treatment as a final desperate attempt to prevent sex 
offenders from recidivating once they are released from prison. As stated by one student: 
I do think treating sex offenders is a waste of money and I don't think they deserve anything in prison 
whatsoever, but if they are going to get out-I mean, I hate the idea of them getting out, but if they are 
getting out, I would think that they would definitely need some sort of treatment. 
It seemed as though some students felt society had an obligation to at least make an attempt 
to rehabilitate sex offenders, despite their lack of confidence in it. According to one student: 
There should be at least an attempt to rehabilitate all sex offenders-try and intervene and stop 
whatever it is that keeps them going or they'll victimize somebody else. More than likely they will 
probably do it again. We should at least make an attempt to rehabilitate-yes-all of them. 
The belief that punishment alone would not prevent sex off enders from reoff ending was the 
reason why most students asserted that sex offenders should receive treatment. 
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PUNISHMENT PHILOSOPHIES 
A few major punishment philosophies emerged from the interviews that seemed to 
guide the opinions of particular students. Research has suggested that people tend to believe 
that they are basing their opinions according to one principle, but in reality their view is 
guided by an attitudinal orientation (Durham 1993; Roberts and Stalans 1997). In the 
following, punishment philosophies of students that tended to shape the opinions of students 
are addressed. 
More than Just an Eye for an Eye 
At times, respondents expressed that "an eye for an eye" punishment philosophy is 
not adequate for rapists, implying that those who commit rape should receive punishments 
that exceed the seriousness of their crime. The desire for rapists and child molesters to 
experience at least the same level of pain as their victims, if not more, was not uncommon. 
When one student was asked why she believed that sex offenders should be castrated, she 
replied that she perceived castration purely as a form of punishment and that sex offenders 
deserve that kind of pain. She said, "I hope they [sex offenders] feel every ounce of pain that 
their victims felt." Several students asserted that punishment by death is a proportional 
punishment for rapists and child molesters because their victims will suffer emotionally for 
the rest of their lives. One student retorted: 
Because most of their [rapists] victims are women, so they basically serve a death sentence to that 
woman because most of them don't recuperate from that-the rest of their life is messed up because of 
that incident. And the same thing with child molestation, you see a lot of kids that are committing 
crimes and going to prison and you look at their past and they have been molested by somebody. So 
basically they get the life sentence, so that person should be executed. 
Another student expressed that she supported the death penalty for rapists and child 
molesters, but also felt that child molesters and rapists should have to suffer as much as their 
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victims prior to their execution. This student further explains her perspective in the 
following quote: 
I think the death penalty is great, but in some cases I don't think that sitting in a chair and getting 
injected with whatever is painful enough-I don't think that is fair to their victims. I think they should 
have done to them what they did to their victims, if not more. It should be slow and painful. 
Unexpectedly, the excerpt above paralleled the beliefs of several other students. It is 
somewhat shocking that a considerable number of students carry such an extreme 
punishment philosophy toward rapists and child molesters when their crimes are less than 
lethal. 
Vigilante Justice 
Some students even displayed a far-right punishment philosophy, in which they 
themselves claimed the authority of the law. For example, one student that was neutral 
toward the statement "People who commit rape deserve to be executed" clarified his position 
on the issue: 
I just don't feel that it's the state or the governments place to say you are going to be executed for this 
crime, really for any crime. I just don't feel it's their place to do that. I feel it is okay to execute 
someone when they do something wrong, but just not by the state. 
As reflected in the comment above, this student chose to respond neutrally because he did not 
want to disagree with the statement and appear as those he did not favor executing rapists, 
but at the same time he did not want to agree with the statement either because he thought 
that it would seem as though he supported the state implementing capital punishment. 
Therefore, even though this student was not truly impartial toward the idea of executing 
rapists, a standardized survey would not allow him to accurately portray his opinion on the 
matter. 
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A few of the students that agreed with the statement "If someone were to rape your 
mother, then you would be morally justified in killing the perpetrator" expressed that they 
would seek vigilante justice and kill their mother's rapist because they believed that the rapist 
would most likely be sentenced to prison, only to be released after serving a brief amount of 
time. As said by one student, "I would kill the perpetrator because I don't have any faith in 
the criminal justice system. You see these people going in and out all the time so I would 
feel morally justified in doing it." One student asserted that if the law was unable to 
apprehend and imprison his mother's rapist, that he would then be able to justify taking the 
law into his own hands. According to this particular student: 
It [vigilantism] should be counted as self-defense. I know I would probably be charged with murder, 
but in some cases it is justified. I wouldn't go on a rampage and kill every single rapist because then 
you'll have total anarchy in the government and then our system will collapse. Only in certain cases it 
is justified, like when the police are unable to capture the rapist. I don't want to do the Charles 
Bronson thing where they keep putting bullets in people to clean the streets so to speak, but I do want 
to protect my family. 
A couple of students had previously stated that they did not believe rapists deserve to be 
executed, however, when the students were asked to respond to the statement "If someone 
were to rape your mother, then you would be morally justified in killing the perpetrator" they 
agreed with the statement. When the scenario became personalized, then punishment by 
death for rapists became acceptable. Furthermore, one of these students asserted that he 
would be morally justified in killing his mother's rapist, but also thought that he would be 
able to escape being punished. He stated that, "If I did kill my mother's rapist and I went to 
court for it, I think that I'd probably get off just because the jury would probably be 
sympathetic. It's not necessarily right, but it is almost justified." Interviews with the 
students tended to show that they were sympathetic towards people who took the law into 
their own hands when a loved one had been victimized. As said by one student: 
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I watched this movie where the father shot a guy in the head for raping his son, and I completely 
understand why he did that. I'd probably do the same. I mean, I don't want to say this because I don't 
want to sound like a murderer or anything, but I think I would do it. Yes, I would do it. 
In general, most students expressed sympathy, and at times admiration, toward individuals 
that take the law into their own hands. 
"I Wash My Hands of the Matter" 
Several students expressed that they could not condone punishing rapists, child 
molesters, or incest offenders by death because they were either morally restrained or 
bounded by their religious beliefs. As stated by one student: 
I'm a religious guy, so I don't believe that justice is mine or the community's. I believe it is God's. I 
can't condone us taking those people [sex offenders] out, but yet at the same time a part of me does, 
especially when I hear stories like the "Broom Stick Killer." It is tough not to want to kill them. 
One student that disagreed with the statement "If someone were to rape your mother, then 
you would be morally justified in killing the perpetrator" believed that she would not be 
capable of killing her mother's rapist because she felt that her morals would simply not allow 
her to commit such an act. Even though she believes that it would be morally wrong for her 
to kill her mother's rapist, she does think that it would be acceptable for the criminal justice 
system to execute her mother's rapist. She further explains her perspective in the following 
quote: 
I might be mad and I'd think about hurting them or doing something to get them back, but me 
personally, my morals are too strong against killing people or hurting people. I think I would leave it 
for the court systems and the police and I'd just strongly push that he be executed, but I wouldn't feel 
morally right doing it myself. 
This student is essentially washing her "hands of the matter" because she does not want to be 
held morally responsible for killing another human, even if it is a rapist. 
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Two Wrongs Don't Make a Right 
A number of students disagreed with the statements, "People convicted of forcible 
rape, should as part of their punishment be forcibly raped in return" and "If someone were to 
rape your mother, then you would be morally justified in killing the perpetrator" because 
they did not think that two wrongs make a right. For example, one student believed that 
forcibly raping those convicted of forcible rape would only worsen the situation: 
There is a saying that goes, two wrongs don't make a right, and I agree with that statement just because 
I don't think "an eye for an eye" punishment is a positive thing for a community or anyone because it 
is kind of like teaching the wrong lesson, and just because a person is raped it doesn't mean you should 
go and have them raped because it'll cause a chain effect where the other person will be raping that 
person. 
Other students opposed forcibly raping those who commit rape because they felt that it would 
be pointless because it would not resolve the situation. According to one student, "That's 
just showing people that rape is okay-I guess. Okay, he raped somebody, so it's wrong, but 
raping him back would not solve anything." Several students that responded to the 
statement, "If someone were to rape your mother, then you would be morally justified in 
killing the perpetrator" felt that if they did kill their mother's rapist that they would only be 
stooping to the level of the rapist and therefore would not feel as though they were morally 
justified committing such an act. As said by one student, "If I were to kill someone who 
raped my mother I don't think I would be a better person than the person that raped her. I'd 
be committing a worse crime because I'd be taking away someone's right to life." 
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CHAPTER FIVE 
ANALYTIC INTERPRETATION AND 
THEORETICAL DISCUSSION 
To offer a highly detailed oriented analysis, a grounded theoretical approach was 
selected for this study. Additionally, previous studies on attitudes toward punishing or 
rehabilitating sex offenders have largely been atheoretical (Skibinski and Esser-Stuart 1993; 
Valliant et al. 1994; Weekes, Pelletier, and Beaudette 1995; Centers for Disease Control and 
Prevention 1997; Fuselier et al. 2002). Therefore, another reason as to why a grounded 
theoretical approach was chosen for this study was because it allows one to construct their 
own explanations based on their findings. 
Analytic Interpretation 
Based on the findings presented here, most students clearly had strong punishment 
orientations. However, this punitiveness only represented one dimension of their attitudes 
because the majority of students also had strong rehabilitative sentiments toward sex 
offenders. Most students tended to think that attempting to rehabilitate sex offenders is a 
fruitless effort, but at the same time, also believed that sex offenders should receive extensive 
treatment. For many students, the desire to provide treatment for sex offenders was 
secondary to punishment. Even so, the idea that sex offenders should be punished and 
rehabilitated not only seemed contradictory, but also illogical, given that the majority of 
students do not believe that sex offenders can be rehabilitated. In spite of this, students were 
able to justify why they believe sex offenders should be punished and rehabilitated. Many 
students expressed that sex offenders should receive treatment, but within prison, as a means 
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to potentially rehabilitate the sex offender while protecting society. As commented by one 
student: 
I think they [sex offenders] should be in prison and get therapy because you just can't imprison them 
and then let them go because they are going to do the same thing. I don't think that it is ideal in most 
cases, but I think it helps the sex offender and protects society. 
The majority of students were aware that punishing and attempting to rehabilitate sex 
offenders is probably not the most feasible method for handling sex offenders, but felt that it 
is necessary because of the substantial risks they pose to society. 
It seemed as though students were unconsciously striving to maintain a balance 
between punishing and attempting to rehabilitate sex offenders. At times, students would 
express extreme punitiveness toward sex offenders because of the heinous nature of their 
crimes. Yet, the belief that sex offenders were once victims of child sexual abuse was 
prevalent and led several students to believe that sex offenders should also receive treatment. 
A number of students also tended to believe that sex offenders should be punished in order 
for them to understand that what they did was wrong, but that they should also receive 
treatment so that they can improve their level of self-control. 
The dichotomous image of sex offenders unquestionably contributed to the prevailing 
belief that sex offenders should be punished and rehabilitated. A number of students 
believed that some sex off enders act on free will and others suffer from a mental disorder that 
predisposes them to commit such crimes. These students were inclined to believe that those 
who suffered from a mental disorder would be better candidates for treatment because they 
do not act solely on freewill. However, these students also contended that it is impossible to 
distinguish sex offenders that act on free will from those that suffer from a mental disorder, 
therefore it is necessary to punish and attempt to rehabilitate all sex offenders. 
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Overall, the findings in this study clearly demonstrated that opinions toward sex 
offenders are diverse and multidimensional. Respondents' attitudes toward punishing and 
rehabilitating sex offenders were not as one-dimensional as the results of the standardized 
survey originally indicated. For example, it appeared as though many of the students had 
reached a level of consensus on several of the survey items. However, further inquiry about 
their responses revealed that a number of the students held similar opinions, but for very 
different reasons. 
Theoretical Discussion 
Existing theories can only partially explain the punitive and rehabilitative desires of 
the respondents in this study. For instance, one model that appears to be somewhat amenable 
to the data is moral panic theory. According to Victor (1998), "The essence of a moral panic 
is that significant segments of a society are reacting to a socially constructed threat from 
moral deviants" (p. 543). More specifically, a moral panic typically occurs when five of the 
following dimensions intersect: volatility, concern, hostility, consensus, and 
disproportionality (Goode and Ben-Yehuda 1994). 
All five of these elements were present in the early 1990s when a moral panic erupted 
in response to highly publicized cases of sexual assaults against children that were committed 
by repeat offenders. Fear seemed to grip the nation and sex offenders became designated as 
a societal enemy (Melossi 2000). Sex offenders were increasingly characterized as predators 
(Jenkins 1998). Public concern about sexual predators compelled legislatures to establish 
laws that increased specialized control over sex offenders. The exceptional policy measures 
that were enacted seemed disproportional to the level of objective harm that sex offenders 
impose upon society. Given that, violent sexual offenses are far less prevalent than other 
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serious crimes (Bureau of Justice Statistics 2003). Nevertheless, it seems as though the 
moral panic that erupted in the early 1990s continues to persist, and the data in this current 
study lends support to this assertion. 
Indicators of a moral panic materialized throughout the analysis. For instance, there 
was a general consensus among students in regards to the belief that sex offenders pose 
substantial risks to society. In particular, students tended to perceive habitual sex offenders 
as being the most threatening to society. Students also expressed a deep concern about the 
leniency of the criminal justice system toward habitual sex offenders. The majority of 
students also displayed extreme hostility toward sex offenders. Students would frequently 
characterize sex offenders as predators that need to be punished severely. A number of 
students showed heightened emotions or volatility toward sex offenders when referring to 
highly publicized cases of sexual assaults against children, such as the brutal sexual 
victimization and slaying of Polly Klass by repeat offender Richard Allen Davis. 
Disproportionality, as a component of moral panic, was also evident throughout the 
interviews. For example, students were inclined to believe that sex offenders recidivate at 
unusually high rates. However, research has shown that sex offenders are no more likely to 
recommit their crimes than other criminal groups (Sample and Bray 2003). As stated by 
Mccorkle and Miethe (2002), "A gap between a condition's objective threat and the fear or 
concern it generates is an essential element of moral panic" (p. 16). In summary, all five of 
the criteria for moral panic theory were applicable to the data in this study, yet the model 
does not provide an explanation for the presence of rehabilitative sentiments among students. 
Rather the point of moral panic theory is to account for the social construction of deviance. 
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The data in this study also provided theoretical support for Durkheim's functionalist 
perspective on crime. In the context of Durkheim's theory, crime is functional because social 
solidarity is reaffirmed when members of the public unite to express their moral outrage 
against those who violate the collective conscience (Liska and Warner 1991; Morrison 1995). 
According to Durkheim's ([1893] 1972) thesis on the functionality of crime: 
Crime brings together honest men and concentrates them. We have only to notice what happens, 
particularly in a small town, when some moral scandal has just occurred. Men stop each other on the 
street, they visit each other, they seek to come together to talk of the event and to wax indignant in 
common. From all the similar impressions which are exchanged, and the anger that is expressed, there 
emerges a unique emotion, more or less determinate according to the circumstances, which emanates 
from no specific person, but from everyone. This is the public wrath. (P. 127) 
From Durkheim's standpoint, crime inadvertently furthers social cohesion. The public 
essentially perceives crime as a threat and instinctively seeks to avenge itself. Thus, a 
collective reaction to crime occurs unintentionally, in addition to the social solidarity it 
promotes among the public. 
A key element of Durkheim's view is that punishment serves a moral educative 
purpose (Braithwaite and Pettit 1990). It was this aspect of Durkheim's perspective that 
manifested itself throughout the data in this study. Many students expressed that it is 
necessary to punish sex offenders in order for them to fully realize the wrongfulness of their 
behaviors. As stated by one student, "I think sex offenders should be punished because they 
need to know that they've done something wrong before they can start acting different." The 
idea that sex offenders were once victims of child sexual abuse led a number of students to 
believe that their criminal behaviors stem from their past. Hence, students believed that 
punishment would help to establish a moral sense of right and wrong among sex offenders. 
According to Durkheim ([1925] 1961), punishment expounds to the offender that their 
actions were immoral, while reaffirming the collective sentiments of the community at large: 
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Since punishment is reproaching, the best punishment is that which puts the blame-which is the 
essence of punishment-in the most expressive but least expensive way possible .. .It is not a matter of 
making him suffer ... Rather it is a matter of reaffirming the obligation at the moment when it is 
violated, in order to strengthen the sense of duty, both for the guilty party and for those witnessing the 
offence-those whom the offence tends to demoralize. (P. 181-182) 
Moreover, Durkheim contended that punishment was purposeful because it conveyed a 
message to those whom contemplate committing an immoral act that such offenses will not 
be tolerated. For example, a few students claimed that they supported castrating sex 
offenders because it would deter others from committing future offenses. 
Another facet of Durkheim's perspective is that punishment is primarily an 
"emotional reaction" (Durkheim [1893] 1972; Thomas 1994; Morrison 1995; DiCristina 
2000). Certain crimes, such as mala in se offenses, tend to elicit highly emotional responses 
from the public. Thus, many of the respondents in this study expressed extremely punitive 
attitudes toward sex offenders. In fact, the punitive desires of some students seemed to 
conflict with the principle of proportionality. For instance, a number of students believed 
that those who commit rape or child molestation deserve to be punished by death. A few 
students did not even think that capital punishment for child molesters and rapists would 
satisfy their punitive desires. As stated by one student: 
If someone were to rape my mother I would want him dead! I would want him to pay, you know, for 
what he did. Even though, that's not going to deter anyone, it's just like you want revenge. You want 
them to suffer, but I don't think I'd even be satisfied. 
According to Durkheim ([1893] 1972), punishment often exceeds the severity of the offense 
committed " ... because the passion which is the spirit of punishment ceases only when it is 
exhausted" (p. 124). For many, it may seem cruel or unusual to disproportionately punish 
criminals. However, Di Cristina (2000) points out that Durkheim perceived the relationship 
between human sympathy and punishment as being paradoxical. In other words, individuals 
that have intense feelings of compassion for victims are more likely to support severe 
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punishments for those who commit crimes. As stated by Di Cristina, "The fundamental 
contention of this irony is that increments in human sympathy create a pressure to punish acts 
of human criminality more severely." It was not uncommon for students to express this 
paradoxical dimension of Durkheim's viewpoint on punishment. One student stated, "I think 
that child molesters and rapists deserve to die because they've tried counseling and 
everything for these women and children that are raped or molested, but honestly there is 
nothing you do to take that way." It is clear that the sympathy this student had for victims of 
child molestation or rape weighed heavily upon his exceedingly retributive stance. In short, 
Durkheim's perspective on sympathy and punishment suggests that those who are the 
cruelest toward criminals can ironically be the most compassionate. 
To summarize, the data in this study provided support for moral panic theory and 
Durkheim's functionalist perspective. Yet, neither model was able to account for the 
presence of sympathy among respondents toward sex offenders. Failing to acknowledge the 
rehabilitative sentiments of the students simply because the data did not completely fit a 
theoretical model would ultimately be misleading. Therefore, it was necessary for the author 
of this study to describe both the punitive and rehabilitative emotional sentiments of the 
students despite their incongruity. Ultimately, the multifaceted nature of the opinions of 
respondents in this study only further substantiates the assertion that attitudes toward sex 
offenders are indeed complex. 
The triangulation of method approach was specifically chosen for this study to 
provide a more complete picture of attitudes toward sex offenders (Roberts and Stalans 1997; 
Neuman 2000). The quantitative data obtained from the Criminal Justice Values Survey did 
not reflect the multifaceted nature of opinions toward sex offenders. Therefore, semi-
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structured interviews were conducted using the Criminal Justice Values Survey as a guide to 
gain intimate first-hand knowledge about attitudes toward sex offenders. The data that was 
acquired from the interviews ultimately causes one to question the objective integrity of 
opinion polls. 
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CHAPTER SIX 
CONCLUSION 
In this final chapter, first the limitations of this study are addressed. Secondly, the 
implications of the findings in regards to public policy are discussed. Lastly, suggestions are 
made for future research on attitudes toward sex offenders. 
Limitations 
Several limitations of the research deserve mentioning. One major limitation was that 
the samples were constructed out of convenience. This type of haphazard sampling strategy 
runs the risk of seriously misrepresenting the population of interest (Babbie 1998; Neuman 
2000). The subjects in this study volunteered to participate. Hence, the samples may be 
biased, in the sense that those who chose to participate may have different experiences or 
perspectives than those who chose not to participate. Furthermore, since the subjects were 
currently enrolled in either introductory level criminal justice or juvenile justice courses the 
samples cannot be generalized to the entire student population. Also, limiting the samples 
only to those in introductory level criminal justice or juvenile justice courses does not take 
into consideration the possibility that some courses attract certain individuals that may have 
predominately liberal or conservative views toward punishment. 
The fact that the subjects were currently enrolled in criminal justice or juvenile justice 
courses also raises the concern of educational influence. The amount of prior education a 
student had pertaining to criminal justice issues could alter their views toward punishment. 
For instance, it has been argued that educating individuals on criminal justice issues can 
induce a liberalizing effect (Lieber, Crew, Wacker, and Nalla 1993; Lane 1997; Tsoudis 
2000). However, research on this topic has produced conflicting results as to whether or not 
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educating individuals about criminal justice matters influences their attitudes toward 
punishment (Benekos, Merlo, Cook, and Bagley 2002; Lane 1997; Mackey and Courtright 
2000; Tsoudis 2000; Wolfer and Friedrichs 2001). 
Lastly, another caveat was that one individual conducted all of the interviews for this 
study. Combining alternative perspectives of various interviewers could have made the study 
considerably more comprehensive. Then again, consistency was easily maintained because 
only one person conducted the interviews. 
Policy Implications 
Despite these weaknesses, this study does provide valuable information about 
attitudes toward punishing and rehabilitating sex offenders. The accounts of students 
illustrated the difference between responses that were based on emotion or logic. This 
insight could potentially be useful for policymakers that want to develop laws that are 
rational and coherent. Often when policymakers hurriedly establish a law in order to appease 
public outcry it only results in fleeting satisfaction because it ultimately did not serve the best 
interests of the public. 
The findings in this study showed that policymakers are not entirely incorrect in 
perceiving the public as being punitive. Even so, policymakers should also acknowledge the 
rehabilitative sentiments of the public. It is critical for policymakers to recognize that 
attitudes toward sex offenders are complex and one-dimensional polls are not capable of 
accurately reflecting the sentiments of the public. As stated by McCorkle (1993), "Aside 
from problems of validity, such polls are guilty of simplifying public opinion to the point of 
distortion" (p. 241). For that reason, legislators should be particularly cautious when using 
opinion polls to confirm public support for the implementation of a policy. 
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Lastly, the findings of this study also suggest that it would be advantageous for 
policymakers to steer away from only using opinion polls to confirm public support when 
drafting legislation. Policymakers should utilize quantitative survey data in addition to 
qualitative information. Using both sources of data would ensure that the policies they seek 
to establish actually coincide with the sentiments of the public. Furthermore, policymakers 
should take into consideration the competency level of the general public in regards to the 
issue at hand prior to using opinion polls as a guide for policy preferences. For example, in 
this study nearly all of the respondents that were interviewed did not know that sex offenders 
could be civilly committed or what the process entailed. In this case, it would probably not 
be wise for legislators to use the opinions of those who are uninformed to steer public policy 
regarding sex offender commitment laws. 
Suggestions for Future Research 
The present study primarily focused on attitudes toward rapists, child molesters, and 
incest offenders. Future research may expand the scope of this study by including additional 
types of sex offenders, such as exhibitionists. As stated by Brown (1999), 
More research (using qualitative methods such as focus groups and in-depth interviews) is needed to 
investigate in more detail the circumstances and type of offenders for which the public are willing to 
accept, and the rehabilitated offenders, back into the community. (P. 251) 
Gaining insight as to which sex offenders are perceived as being exceptionally dangerous or 
most threatening to society would be particularly beneficial for policymakers, since the 
information could be used to guide legislation. 
Future research of this nature should be conducted at universities similar to the one in 
this study, but in different regions. Obtaining the opinions of students located in other 
regions could verify if the desire to punish and rehabilitate sex offenders is merely a 
74 
Midwestern social phenomenon. However, it is most likely that such studies would produce 
similar results since the small amount of previous research on this topic has generally found 
that individuals are inclined to have conflicting views toward sex offenders (Mccorkle 1993; 
Skibinski and Esser-Stuart 1993; Centers for Disease Control; Brown 1999; Valliant et al. 
1994). 
To explore the association between demographic variables and opinions toward sex 
offenders, a replication of this study using a diverse sample should be conducted. For 
instance, Schwartz and her colleagues (1993) looked at punitive attitudes toward juvenile 
delinquents in relation to age. The results of their study showed that punitive attitudes 
toward juvenile delinquents tend to decrease up to a certain age, usually around 50, and then 
increase. In another study, the punitive and rehabilitative sentiments of Whites and Non-
Whites toward criminals were compared. Both racial groups were found to share similar 
punishment orientations, but differing perspectives toward rehabilitating criminals. Non-
Whites were generally more supportive of rehabilitative programs for offenders (McCorkle 
1993). In regards to attitudes toward sex offenders, examining the effects of respondent 
characteristics could potentially explain variations in opinions. 
An additional area that was not pursued in this study was assessing the willingness of 
the respondents to support programs that aim to identify juveniles that are at a high risk to 
commit sex offenses. For example, many sex offenders have histories of childhood physical 
abuse and neglect (Palermo and Farkas 2001; Jones 2003). Recognizing important 
etiological factors, such as childhood abuse early on could potentially disrupt the 
development of a sex offender. Yet, attaining public support for programs that seek to 
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address the genesis of sexual offending is necessary. For that reason, attitudes towards 
prevention should be examined in future research. 
Another potential avenue of research would be to look at the impact of sexual 
victimization in relation to attitudes toward sex offenders. In this current study, respondents 
were only asked if they had been victims of nonsexual crimes. It would be logical to assume 
that victims of sex crimes would have heightened fears of sex offenders that may cause them 
to be significantly more punitive than those who have not been the victim of a sex offense. 
Finally, it would be interesting to explore how popular press reports shape attitudes 
toward sex offenders because research has indicated that the media can influence people's 
views of crime (Roberts and Doob 1990). Content analysis techniques could be used to 
conduct a historical investigation of media coverage regarding sex offenders. The 
information acquired from the retrospective analysis could then be compared to attitudinal 
trends toward sex offenders to determine the influential force of the media. A study such as 
this would certainly enrich our understanding of how views toward sex offenders are 
constructed. 
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APPENDIX A 
CRIMINAL JUSTICE VALUES SURVEY 
This survey examines student opinions on an array of issues in criminal justice, such as 
capital punishment, police use of force, the mala in se doctrine, punishment philosophies, 
and related topics. This survey is anonymous and completely voluntary. The results of the 
survey will be used to create a database that is freely available to all sociology and criminal 
justice students. The database can be used for research projects in your individual course of 
study. 
Please respond to the following statements. The response categories are strongly disagree 
(SD), disagree (D), neutral (N), agree (A), and strongly agree (SA). Please circle only one 
answer. 
1. People who commit murder deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
2. People who attempt to commit murder deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
3. People who commit rape deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
4. People who attempt to commit rape deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
5. People who commit kidnapping deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
6. People who commit armed robbery deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
7. People who commit armed burglary of a home deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
8. People who commit arson deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
9. People who commit child molestation deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
10. People who attempt to commit child molestation deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
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11. People who commit incest deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
12. People who commit insider trading deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
13. People who commit corporate fraud deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
14. People who participate in corporate-caused environmental pollution deserve to be 
executed. 
SD D N A SA 
15. People who commit severe acts of child abuse deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
16. People who sell drugs deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
17. People who commit auto theft deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
18. The persons responsible for the ENRON collapse deserve to be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
19. The worst criminals should be punished in the harshest manner possible. 
SD D N A SA 
20. A small percentage of people are bad seeds. 
SD D N A SA 
21. A small percentage of people behave like animals. 
SD D N A SA 
22. Mercy to the guilty is cruelty to the innocent. 
SD D N A SA 
23. People are naturally prone to commit crime. 
SD D N A SA 
24. People are naturally self-interested. 
SD D N A SA 
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25. People generally need to be controlled. 
SD D N A SA 
26. Juveniles should never be transferred to the adult court system. 
SD D N A SA 
27. Sex offenders can be rehabilitated. 
SD D N A SA 
28. Prisoners should forced to be on chain gangs. 
SD D N A SA 
29. The death penalty should be abolished because it is too costly. 
SD D N A SA 
30. Those who commit cruelty to animals should be imprisoned. 
SD D N A SA 
31. Lethal injection is too kind for murderers. 
SD D N A SA 
32. Abortion is murder. 
SD D N A SA 
33. Doctors who perform abortions strictly as a means of birth control should be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
34. The women who use abortion as a form of birth control should be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
35. Revenge killing is always wrong. 
SD D N A SA 
36. It is easier for a man to rebound from an abusive past than it would be for a woman. 
SD D N A SA 
37. People convicted of forcible rape, should as part of their punishment, be forcible raped in 
return. 
SD D N A SA 
38. People have a natural right to life that should never be taken. 
SD D N A SA 
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39. Elderly prisoners, those over the age of 65, should receive better treatment than the 
general prison population. 
SD D N A SA 
40. Prisons are like hotels for poor folks. 
SD D N A SA 
41. Prison is not punishment for most prisoners. 
SD D N A SA 
42. Mercy cannot be justice. 
SD D N A SA 
43. Certain criminal actions warrant a person loosing their natural right to life. 
SD D N A SA 
44. When people are punished for crime, the court should only look at the act committed as 
opposed to motivations prompting the criminal action. 
SD D N A SA 
45. Mandatory sentencing is the most just way to punish criminals. 
SD D N A SA 
46. Once a person has served their time, they deserve a clean slate. 
SD D N A SA 
47. People who commit nonviolent crimes should not be in prison. 
SD D N A SA 
48. People who commit nonviolent crimes should always receive imprisonment. 
SD D N A SA 
49. Executions should be held in public. 
SD D N A SA 
50. It is more important to protect freedom of religion than to protect children from abuse. 
SD D N A SA 
51. When I see a parent hit their child in public I feel like smacking the parent. 
SD D N A SA 
52. People should have to get licenses before having children. 
SD D N A SA 
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53. Justice and deterrence are two very different things. 
W D N A SA 
54. If someone were to rape your mother, then you would be morally justified in killing the 
perpetrator. 
SD D N A SA 
55. Sometimes the police have to "put the hurt" on citizens. 
SD D N A SA 
56. Police use of force is always wrong. 
SD D N A SA 
57. People who are verbally abusive in public warrant police use of force. 
SD D N A SA 
58. People who use racial slurs in public warrant police use of force. 
SD D N A SA 
59. It is understandable that the police use force on people who lead them on high-speed 
chases. 
SD D N A SA 
60. The police are misunderstood by the public. 
SD D N A SA 
61. The police are underappreciated by the public. 
SD D N A SA 
62. The police are an entity to be feared. 
W D N A SA 
63. Only criminals have reason to dislike the police. 
SD D N A SA 
64. Capital punishment should be used more frequently. 
SD D N A SA 
65. Mentally retarded people should never be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
66. People under the age of 18 should never be executed. 
SD D N A SA 
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67. Deterrence is an important goal of capital punishment. 
SD D N A SA 
68. Retribution is an important goal of capital punishment. 
SD D N A SA 
69. Death row inmates have too many privileges. 
W D N A SA 
70. Death row inmates have too many appeals. 
SD D N A SA 
71. The criminal justice system takes too long to execute criminals. 
SD D N A SA 
72. Death row inmates should have access to computers. 
SD D N A SA 
73. Death row inmates should have access to television. 
SD D N A SA 
74. Death row inmates should have visitation rights. 
SD D N A SA 
75. There is nothing wrong with having a pen-pal relationship with a death row inmate. 
SD D N A SA 
76. There is nothing wrong with having a romantic relationship with a death row inmate. 
SD D N A SA 
77. The reluctance to execute female offenders is sexist. 
SD D N A SA 
78. America has no guts in dealing effectively with criminals. 
SD D N A SA 
79. The American criminal justice system is too liberal. 
SD D N A SA 
80. The American criminal justice system is too conservative. 
SD D N A SA 
81. The American criminal justice system is too harsh. 
SD D N A SA 
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82. The American criminal justice system is too lenient. 
SD D N A SA 
83. Racial bias is widespread in the criminal justice system. 
SD D N A SA 
84. Racial profiling is widely practiced. 
SD D N A SA 
85. Racial profiling can be effective in reducing crime. 
SD D N A SA 
86. Racial profiling is always wrong. 
SD D N A SA 
87. Racial profiling is okay if it is directed against whites. 
SD D N A SA 
88. Racial profiling is okay if it is directed against non-whites. 
SD D N A SA 
89. Racial profiling is okay if it is committed by white officers. 
SD D N A SA 
90. Racial profiling is okay if it is committed by minority officers. 
SD D N A SA 
91. Rehabilitation should be the primary goal of the criminal justice system. 
SD D N A SA 
92. Social inequality is a primary cause of crime. 
SD D N A SA 
93. More criminal justice resources should be allocated to prevention efforts. 
SD D N A SA 
94. Parole should be abolished. 
SD D N A SA 
95. The criminal justice system has no obligation to honor deals it makes with criminals. 
SD D N A SA 
96. Criminals can go to hell. 
SD D N A SA 
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97. The civil commitment of sex offenders is justified. 
SD D N A SA 
98. Sex offenders pose substantial risks to society 
SD D N A SA 
99. Sex off enders should be castrated. 
SD D N A SA 
100. Sex offenders are misunderstood. 
SD D N A SA 
101. Sex offenders should receive extensive treatment. 
SD D N A SA 
102. A small percentage of people are incorrigible. 
SD D N A SA 
103. "3 Strikes" laws are too harsh. 
SD D N A SA 
104. Felons should only be given 1 strike before they are sentenced to life in prison. 
SD D N A SA 
105. Life in prison is misleading because most offenders will be released. 
SD D N A SA 
106. The police should be able to shoot fleeing felons. 
SD D N A SA 
107. Vigilantism is wrong. 
SD D N A SA 
108. The state should never have the authority to execute its citizens. 
SD D N A SA 
109. If anyone ever victimized my family, I would be tempted to hurt the person responsible. 
SD D N A SA 
110. If anyone ever victimized my family, I would hurt the person responsible. 
SD D N A SA 
111. If anyone hurt my family, I would be tempted to kill the person responsible. 
SD D N A SA 
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112. If anyone hurt my family, I would kill the person responsible. 
SD D N A SA 
113. The media is supportive of the criminal justice system. 
SD D N A SA 
114. The media is supportive of the police. 
SD D N A SA 
115. What is your current age? 
116. What is your sex? 
117. What is your race/ethnicity? 
118. What is your academic major? 
119. What is your academic minor? 
120. Which best describes your political views? 
Very liberal Liberal Moderate Conservative Very Conservative 
121. Which political party do you most identify with? 
Democrat Independent Republican Other 
122. Have you ever been the victim of theft? 
No Yes 
123. Have you ever been the victim of auto theft? 
No Yes 
124. Have you ever been the victim of robbery? 
No Yes 
125. Have you ever been the victim of assault? 
No Yes 
126. Have you ever been the victim of forgery or fraud? 
No Yes 
127. Have you ever been the victim of racial profiling by police? 
No Yes 
85 
128. Have you ever been the victim of stalking? 
No Yes 
129. Have you ever been the victim of harassment? 
No Yes 
130. Have you ever been the victim of ethnic harassment (e.g., been called racial slurs)? 
No Yes 
131. How many times have you been arrested? 
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APPENDIXB 
INFORMED CONSENT DOCUMENT 
Investigator: Angela Schadt, BA in Criminology 
This is a research study. Please take your time in deciding if you would like to participate. 
Please feel free to ask questions at any time. 
INTRODUCTION 
The purpose of this study is to examine student opinions on an array of criminal justice 
issues. However, the primary focus of the study will be on student opinions towards sex 
offenders. It is hoped that the information from this research project will provide insight as 
to how students truly feel towards a variety of criminal justice issues. You are being invited 
to participate in this study because you are a student. 
DESCRIPTION OF PROCEDURES 
If you agree to participate in this study, your participation will consist of being interviewed 
one time, ordinarily the interview will last between an hour and two hours. During the study 
you may expect the following study procedures to be followed. Using the Criminal Justice 
Values Survey, the principal investigator will conduct a face-to-face survey interview with 
you. You will be asked standardized questions about your attitudes towards an array of 
criminal justice issues. Throughout the interview, you will be asked additional open-ended 
questions about your responses to questions that pertained to sex offenders. As a respondent, 
"You may skip any question that you do not wish to answer or that makes you feel 
uncomfortable." The interview will be tape recorded and transcribed. 
RISKS 
While participating in this study you may experience emotional discomfort expressing 
personal beliefs. 
BENEFITS 
If you decide to participate in this study you will benefit from the educational experience of 
partaking in a research project. It is hoped that the information gained from this research 
project will aid in determining if current policies and laws coincide with the opinions of 
students enrolled in Introduction to the U.S. Criminal Justice System course at Iowa State 
University. It is imperative to conduct research on this topic because it provides valuable 
insight as to how potential future policymakers and criminal justice professionals view 
criminal justice issues. 
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COSTS AND COMPENSATION 
You will not have any costs from participating in this study. You will be compensated for 
participating in this study. You will receive 10 points extra credit for participating from your 
Introduction to the U.S. Criminal Justice System recitation instructor. If you choose to 
withdraw from participation, you will only receive 5 points extra credit. The amount of extra 
credit you receive will be recorded and added to your final grade. 
PARTICIPANT RIGHTS 
Your participation in this study is completely voluntary and you may refuse to participate or 
leave the study at any time. If you decide to not participate in the study or leave the study 
early, it will not result in any penalty or loss of benefits to which you are otherwise entitled. 
CONFIDENTIALITY 
Records identifying participants will be kept confidential to the extent permitted by 
applicable laws and regulations and will not be made publicly available. However, federal 
government regulatory agencies and the Institutional Review Board (a committee that 
reviews and approves human subject research studies) may inspect and/or copy your records 
for quality assurance and data analysis. These records may contain private information. 
To ensure confidentiality to the extent permitted by law, the following measures will be 
taken. Only the principal investigator, Angela Schadt, will have access to your tapes and 
transcripts, which will be kept in a locked cabinet. Your name will not afpear on the 
transcripts, instead a pseudonym or false name will be used. On May 15 of 2004, the tapes 
will be destroyed. If the results are published, your identity will remain confidential. 
QUESTIONS OR PROBLEMS 
You are encouraged to ask questions at any time during this study. For further information 
about the study contact Angela Schadt at (515) 294-8012 or Dr. Matthew DeLisi at (515) 
294-8008. If you have any questions about the rights of research subjects or research-related 
injury, please contact the Human Subjects Research Office, 2810 Beardshear Hall, (515) 
294-4566; austingr@iastate.edu or the Research Compliance Officer, Office of Research 
Compliance, 2810 Beardshear Hall, (515) 294-3115; dament@iastate.edu 
........................................................................... , 
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SUBJECT SIGNATURE 
Your signature indicates that you voluntarily agree to participate in this study, that the study 
has been explained to you, that you have been given the time to read the document and that 
your questions have been satisfactorily answered. You will receive a copy of the signed and 
dated written informed consent prior to your participation in the study. 
Subject's Name (printed)----------------------
(Subject's Signature) (Date) 
INVESTIGATOR STATEMENT 
I certify that the participant has been given adequate time to read and learn about the study 
and all of their questions have been answered. It is my opinion that the participant 
understands the purpose, risks, benefits and the procedures that will be followed in this study 
and has voluntarily agreed to participate. 
(Signature of Person Obtaining 
Informed Consent) 
(Date) 
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